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I N .T R O D U C P I O N 
1 1 Back<ground of Research 
Jogjakarta whith acts as the centre for social, economic, 
politica. and cultural activities within the boundaries of the Daerah 
IstimewaJogjakarta (Special Region, Jogjakarta), has always been 
a targetof urbanisation that cannot be ignored. The visitors to 
the oity of Jogjakarta comprise varïous groups, depending on their 
length of stay in Jogjakarta city. In this case they can be divided 
into two big groups, je. the migrants who are temporary in nature 
and the migrants who intend to reside in Jogjakarta. The temporary 
migrant group may be further subdivided into several groups, among 
whom are those who stay temporarily in Jogjakarta city and then 
leave without returning to Jogjakarta city; others stay in the city 
of Jogjakarta for a short period, then leave for a while and after 
a specific period, return to the city. 
The main theme of this research concerns the seasonal migrants, 
in other words, the people who enter or leave Jogjakarta periodically. 
The migrants who stay on in Jogjakarta are those who go there, then 
reside for a long period and finally make it their domicile. This 
situation is closely related to an understanding of urbanisation. 
T be more specific, seasonal migrants are the people who periodi- 
cally go to Jogjakarta or leave the place for certain reasons and 
within a specific period of time. They are not what are known as 
commuters who go to Jogjakarta city and then return to their area 
of origin on a daily basis. As Jogjakarta city is surrounded by 
regions which have different and varying physiographical backgrounds, 
hence those who come to Jogjakarta city as seasonal migrants also 
have varying backgrounds. 
1.2 Aim of Research 
This research project is conducted with the aim of learning 
the socio-economic characteristics of the seasonal migrants - their 
situation in their place of origin as well as their situation in 
Jogjakarta city; their pattern of mobility as well as the motivation 
that drives these seasonal migrants to Jogjakarta or makthem leave 
the city. In other words, it can be stated that the factors which 
are related to their place of origin (push factors), pattern of 
mobility as well as the factors that are related to the place to 
which they are going (pull factors or factors of attraction), will 
be projected in this research. 
1.3 Hypothesis 
The hypotheses which were forwarded in this research are 
related to 
background of th. area of origin, especially concern* 
the socio-economy. 
the pattern of mobility of the seasonal migrants. 
the condition of the new place (Jogjakarta city) in its 
relation to income, work and aleo the place of residence. 
1.4 Research Method 
This study on the seasonal migrants in Jogjakarta city made ue 
of the "sampling" method. To better understand the distribution of 
the seasonal migrants in Jogjakarta, there was a pre-survey 
conducted throughout Jogjakarta city. 
As data on the seasonal migrante was not officially 
registered for each district of the city, thus in the pre-survey 
an inventory was kept of the types of employment as well as the places 
of' residence in the city. As moat of them live in groupe in 
Jogjakarta, we thus took a proportional sample for each type of 
occupation. This was easily done as their places of residence 
were fixed, easily identifiable and could bi found easily. When 
this inventory for all the areas was collected the individual 
respondents were systematically chosen, i.e. random and fixed 
interval sampling was used to determine the respondents. 
From the point of view of distribution of the places of 
residence in the various districts of Jogjakarta, the respondents 
were chosen evenly. In the data inventory that was compiled, 31 
types of occupation are listed for them in Jogjakarta city, this 
can be further trouped into k major occupations. The comparison 
of the number of respondents according to each group is as follows: 
Table I 
Comparison of the Number of Respondents in Each Area of 
Activity, Taken Systematically 
No. Type of activity Total 
1 Sells food 246 50.83 
2 Sella drinks 121 25 
3 Sella other than food or 
drinks 36 74i4 
4 Service sector Bi 16.73 
Source: Ita ?rimair (Primary data) 
-2- 
Total 48k 100 
1.5 Form of questionnaire 
In this research we used a form of questionnaire which was 
similar to those which were used in past experiences so that it would 
facilita.te the interviewing as well as the coding. We arranged the 
phrases in. the questionnaire in a practical manner so that it could 
be easily understood by the respondent and can be simply presented 
by the interviewer. 
To save labour, time and costs the columns for data that is 
obtained from the list of questions in the questionnaire are also 
inserted in the questionnaire so that the interviewer can complete 
them as soon as he returns from the field. He could also do any 
corrections on the data that are not very clear. Hence, the time 
that would normally be needed for the coding could be eliminated 
and be used for some other activity. 
The results of this method proved highly satisfying because 
'1) The reliability of the data could be more accurately maintained 
as the interviewer's memory was still fresh since he had just 
completed the interview. 
2) Time saving was well-implemented. The interviewers were 
instructed to carry out the coding as soon as they returned 
home from the field. 
Since the coder was not a different person, delays that could 
have resulted from illegible writing could thus be avoided. 
4) Labour could also be saved. The interviewer who also acted as 
coder was able to allocate his time as well and as effectively 
as possible. During the day they could hold the interviews and 
at night they could correct the results of the interview as well 
as insert the data in the columns that had been prepared. 
1.6 Techniques of Data Collection 
1.6.1 Primary Data 
Prior to the field work, to obtain the primary data the research 
team which comprised 5 interviewers, Project Leader, two assistant 
project leaders as well as one field supervisor, held a discussion 
on the questionnaire in order to perfect it, !Iien a pre-test of 
the questionnaire was carried out and any additions that were needed 
to simplify the interviewing were later included. Prior to the 
actual implementation of the fieldwork, a letter of request was sent 
to the Chief Official of the Government Bureau in Jogjakarta for 
permission to conduct the survey. The permission was granted and 
the officials of the different districts in the city of Jogjakarta 
were instructed by the Chief to cooperate and help in the course 
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of the reee.rcb project on the seasonal migration in Jogjakarta. 
The primary data was obtaiued through the technique of direct 
conicatios, te. interviewing the respondents with the us. of the 
questionflóire that had been prepared. The interviewers were chosen 
on the baie of their working experience in the field of research 
as well a their mastery of 3.angu*ge - the local dialect used - 
je. both Jaesnese and Indoneetan. Thie matter is extremely important 
because a large proportion of the seasonal migraste ar. not able to 
use bahasa Indoeata (the national language) fluently so that the 
local dialect (in this casó Javanese) is greatly needed to enable 
one to approach thea. 
1.6.2. ecodry Data 
What we mean by secondary data here is data that concerna the 
seasonal migrants but which we are unable to obtain directly from 
the respondenta theseelves. This data is obtained by counicating 
with the officials/offices directly or even indirectly. This data 
is essential a it needs to be used as a means of measuring or even 
comparing, as veil ea correcting, the responsee which can sometimes 
stray far from the actual truth. 
1.7 Data Processing 
The first step that was taken was compiling the data into 
similar groups to facilitate the calculation as veil as the analysis. 
Before this could be carried out the different types of tables had 
to be prepred - they could contain just one variable or two or more 
variables. The form of the tablee which are well prepared will greatly 
help in the analysis of the data as well as provide new information 
which were not thought of. To arrange the tables we were guided by 
the hypotheses that were mentioned earlier, je. concerning their 
place of origin, pattern of mobility, and the new place to which 
they aim to go. 
The detailed calculations of the figuree were done by the 
computer facilities which were available. 
1.8 Preparation of the Reprt 
This report deals first with the main thoughts on which this 
research activity is based as well as the scientific order used for 
it completion. This explanation is presented in Chapter I. 
Aa observation on the seasonal migrants involves the analysis 
of environment, in Chapter II we explain the geographical background 
of Jogjakata in which we observe the socio-economic and physical 
conditions. Apart from this we aleo deecrïbe the hinterland 
of Jogjakarta and at the same time provide a picture concerning the 
background of the seasonal migrants. 
Chapter III specially projects the socia-economic characteristics 
of the seasonal migrants, whether in Jogjakarta or in their place of 
origin, as weal as their pattern of mobility. And to end this report 
w explain Severa] conclusions that were drawn from this research. 
CHAPTER II 
eographical Background of Jogjakarta City 
2.1 Location 
Jogjakarta City is situated between east longitude 1O023,29N 
and east longitude lO028,53n and between south latitude 7 49'29" 
and south atitude 7 50 '8k". Temperatures raflge from highs of 
30°C to 33 C and to lowe of arouad 22°C to 25 C, Annuel temperatures 
o 
average 25.6 C. 
The topography of Jogyakarta as a whole is flat and it is 
located on the plain area on the foot of the volcano Mt Merapi 
(fluvio volcanic foot plain). From the west-east direction1 the 
plain is crossed by a number of rivera flowing southward. 
Administratively, Jogjakarta city is bordered by two regencies, 
Slemen regency on the north and Bantul regency on the south. Jogjakarta 
city itself is the government center of the Special Jogjakarta Region 
(Daerah Istimewa Jogjakartal. The regencies of Sienten and Bantul 
form the borders of Jogjakarta city and are considered as the rural 
agrarian hinterlands of the city. The other regencies within the 
Special Jogjakarta Region are the Kulon Progo regency and the 
Gunung Kidul regency. In the following analyses, these regencies 
are related to the areas where the seasonal migrants in Jogjakarta 
come from originally. 
2.2 Conditions in the hinterlands of Jogjakarta City 
Based on a survey carried out by the regional government of the 
Special Jogjakarta Region, the socio-econonhic conditions of villages 
in each area can be stated as follows: 
Table 2 
The number of villages in each regenc' in the Special 
Jogjakarta Region based on the potential of its area. 









Slemen 86 - 12 65 8 1 - 
IcL.Progo 88 2 17 62 7 
Bantul 75 11 5 35 21 - 3 
Gn. Kidul ib4 32 32 29 1 
Special 
Jogja.karta 393 95 66 191 3? 1 3 
Region 
From the data in Table 2 it can be seen that the district 
groupings which come under 'poorest' include a large proportion 
from the Gunung Kidul Regency. This is natural because a large 
proportion of this regency is chalky (plateau), dating back to the 
lower Miocene Age onwards and. this fact is oharacterisei by the 
many underground rivers. Hence there are several limiting factors 
that have a serious effect on livelihood: among which is the Karst 
Topography relief which affects transport and communication end 
soil,which affects the production of food. Irrigation in the region 
is very poor; almost all vegetation has to depend on rainfall alone. 
This physical background has a serious effect on the social and 
economic life of the inhabitants. 
Bantul Regency also has several villages that are included 
in the 'poorest' category, most of them being in the transition zone 
le. between the Karst region (Gunung Kidul) and the alluvial plaina 
of Gunung Merapi. This regency also has the most number of districts 
that are considered 'good' because in Bantul itself a large propor- 
tion of the districts have a technical system of irrigation and the 
land is fertile as it is an alluvial plain. 
The other two regencies, le Sleman and Kulon Progo ,have a 
similar regional potency. Only the distance from Jogjakarta affects 
the number of seasonal migrants or commuters from these two areas 
to Jogjakarta. The regencies that should be noted for their location 
in relation to Jogjakarta are Baxitul Regency and Sl*man Regency. 
Apart from these two regencies sharing a common boundary with Jogja, 
they are also good areas for farming. The inhabitants of these two 
regions also go to Jogjakarta to work, the majority of them being 
commuters who travel there and return home daily. In this case they 
are not included in this research. A large part of Sleman Regency 
includes the alluvial plain of the Gunuflg Merapi and has relatively 
good irrigation. 
2.3 Situation of the Inhabitants 
2.3.1 Size and Growth of the Population 
Based on the records of the Sub. Directorat Pemerintah Kota 
Madya Jogjakarta (Sub. Department, Government Bureau, City of 
Jogjakarta), the number and growth of inhabitants in Jogjakarta from 
1971 is shown in Pable 3. From the table we can calculate the 
percentage of increase in the number of inhabitante per year. For 
1971 - 1972, an increase of 1.05% is noted, for 1972 - 1973 there 
was an increase of 2.01% and for 1973 - 1974 it was 0.80%. loughly, 
the average increase of population in Jogjakarta per year between 
1971 - 1974 is 1.28%. By comparing the increase in the number of 
inhabitants to the increase in the number of heads of households 
we can get a picture concerning the size of a family as well as the 
marriáge frequency per year. 
Source: Sub. Pemerintah Kotamadya Yorakarta 
March 1975. 
The number of heads of households in 1971 to March 1975 is 
recorded in the table below: 
Table 4 
Total number and Increase in Number of Household Heads based 
Table 3 
Total popuj.ation& growth of Population based. on Sex 
When the rate of increase in the above two tables are compared 
it shows that the annual increase in the number of household heads 
is higher than the increase in the number of inhabitants. The 
increase in the heads of households for each year is calculated 
as follows: 
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on sexe 1971 - 1975. 
Year Males Increase Females Increase Total Increase 
1971 52,446 14,983 67,429 
1,082 372 1,454 
1972 53,528 15,355 68, 883 
1,466 401 1,867 
1973 54,994 15,576 70,750 
608 74 682 
1974 55,602 15,830 71,432 
240 52 292 
1975 55,842 15,882 71,724 March '75 
1971 - 1975 
Year Males Increase Females Increase Total Increase 
1971 171.088 172,205 343,293 
1,223 2,378 3,601 
1972 172,311 174,583 346,894 
3,828 3,135 6,963 
1973 176,139 177,718 353,857 
1,539 1,303 2,842 
1974 177,678 179,021 356,699 
463 336 799 
1975 178,141 179,357 357,498 March '75 
Between 1971 - 1972 the increase in heads of households i 
2.15%, for 1972 - 1973 it is 2.71%, for 1973 - 1974 it is 0.19%. 
When the average increase in the heads of households between 1971 - 
1974 is calculated, it is 1.94%. The average number of members in 
a family for each year that is calculated from the two tables (3 & 4) 
is as follows: - 
Table 
Number of inhabitants, number of heads of households 
and average number of members in a family 
1971 - 1975 (March) 
Calculation from Tables 3 & 4 
The above table shows that between 1971 - 1975 the average 
total number in a family is 5.02. When the variation in the average 
family total for each subdistrict of Jogjakarta is compared, it can 
be seen that the subdistrict of Danurejan has the lowest average 
while the highest average is found in the subdistrict of Gondokusuman. 
This is natural since Gondokusuman is close to the campuses of the 
well-known tertiary institutions of education in Jogjakarta such 
as the T3niversity of Gadja.h Mada, University of Islam Indonesian 
Campus, the campus of the Institute of Islamic Religion of Negeri 
Sunan Kalijaga, and several secondary schools. Hence the students, 
undergraduates and students of religion tend to choose this district 
as their place of residence. 
2.3.2 Population Density 
'Ihe population density in Jogjakarta shows an interesting 
variation which can roughly be explained as follows: 
Areas that are far from the city center normally have a lower 
density compared to the areas that are closer to the city center. 
The next table shows the variation in the population density of 
Jogjakarta. 
9 
Year No. of inhabitants No/household heads Av. no. family members 
1971 343,293 67,429 5.09 
1972 346,894 68,883 5.03 
1973 353,857 70,750 5.00 
1974 356,699 71,432 4.99 
1975 357,498 71,724 4.98 March '7 
Pable 6 
Population density in Jogjakarta according to 
subdistricts (data taken in March 1975) 
Sourcé: Sub Dept., Govt. Bureau, City of Jogjakarta 1975. 
The above table shows that the subdistricts of Gedong tengan, 
Ngampilan and Pakualaman have high densities per hectare; the highest 
density being in Ngampilan subdistrict. The aubdistricts of 
Umbuiharjo and Kotagede have a low population density of leas than 
50 inhabitants per hectare. This is natural because these subdistricts 
which are on the outskirts of the city have a large area hence the 
number of inhabitants become administratively smaller per hectare 
compared to the subdistricts which are closer to the city center. 
In relation to the study of migration and urbanisation, it 
is important to study the change in population density. In studying 
the change in population density we indirectly learn of the move- 
ments of the inhabitants and the direction of urban growth. 
Table 7 shows the difference in population density in Jogjakarta 
frcrn 1961 to 1971. We can see that in 1961, 9 subdiatricts in 
Jogjakarta had a population density that was above the average 
figure. Por the sanie year, the subdistricts with the most pronounced 
population density were found in Cedong tengan, Pakualanian, 
Ngampilan and Danurejan. Por the year 1971, there were not only 
9 subdistricts but 10 of them which had a population density which 
was above the average figure. Gondokusuman which in 1961 was below 
the average figure, had a density which was above the average for 
1971. 
- 10 - 
Sübdiatriot No. of inhabitants Area (ha) Density/ha. 
1. Tegairejo 21,755 293 74 
2. Jetis 31,351 172 180 
3. Gondokusuinan 47,461 404 107 
4. Denurejaxi 26,317 110 239 
5. Gedong tengen 25,315 99 255 
6. Ngempi].an 22,914 86 266 
7. Wirobrajan 20,689 180 115 
8. Mantrijeron 28,463 258 110 
90 Kraton 26,513 137 193 
10. Gondoanan 21,176 113 188 
11. Pakualanian 14,458 64 226 
12. Nergangsan 28,552 233 133 
13. Umbuiharjo 28,600 758 37 
14. Kotagede 13,938 393 40 
Subdistrict 
Changes in population density, degree of change in 
population density and. rate of growth in population 
in Jogjakarta from 1961 - 1971. 
Table T 





















Jogjakarta City 9,529 10,531 
Source: Census 1961 & 1971, Census Bureau, Jakarta. 
When the percentage of change in population density is seen, 
it shows that the subdistricts that lie in the outskirts of the 
city (low density) had a high degree of change in density. Th 
order according to size of change in the density of the subdistricts 
is as follows: 
Umbuiharjo, Tegairejo, Wirobrajan, Gondokusuman, Mantrijeron4 
Kotagede, Mergangean, Jetis, Ngampilan, Kraton, Danurejan, Gondoinanan, 
Gedongtengen, & Pakualainan. 
The above situation occured not by accident but 15 c1oeel 
related to the spatial distribution of each subdistrict. The 
subdiatricts which are situated on the outskirts of the city 







1. Tegairejo 25,006 
2. Pakua].aman 24,697 
3. Ngainpilan 23,809 
4. Danurejan 22,563 
5. Kraton 17,894 
6. Gd. manan 17,549 
7. Jetis 16,546 
8. Mergangsan 10,591 
9. Wirobrajan 9,638 
10. Cd. Kusuman 9,323 
11. Mantrijeron 9,108 
12. Pg. rejo 5,497 
13. Kotagede 3,485 
14. Ubi. harjo 2,499 
1.01 0.11 
0.96 - 0.64 








1.13 1 .54 
1.22 2 02 
1.09 0.90 
1 .39 3.90 
1.11 1.03 
2.3.3 Composition of Population 
In relation to the seasonal migration problem, we feel it 
is necessary here to give a picture concerning the composition of 
the population in Jogjakarta based on their livelihood. According 
to the official data produced by the Government Department of the 
City of Jogjakarta - there are eleven main occupations including 
the unemployed. Of these 11 occupations the unemployed occupy the 
second position, below the labourers. The following table does 
not include the schoolchildren. 
Pable 8 
Structure of the employment field of the inhabitants in 
From the data above what should be observed is the rate of 
increase of the traders and labourers which is 4.18% and 2.77% 
respectively. Although a comprehensive research concerning the 
isue is not yet available, there is a big possibility that it is 
caused by a substantial stream of newcomers since the two occupations 
concerned are relatively easy to obtain and perform. Furthermore 
it should be noted that during those years Jogjakarta and the 
neighbouring regions experienced a long drought and this factør 
could have motivated the inhabitants of the surrounding regions 
to try their luck in the city by entering into the world of trade 
or by becoming labourers. 
- 12 - 
Jogjakarta, 1973 - 1974. 
rpe of work 1973 1974 Rate of increaae (%) 
1. Civil servant 24,766 24,977 0.85 
2. ABRI 5,312 5,354 0.79 
3. Farmer 1,946 1,983 1.90 
4. Farm labourer 1,946 1,983 1.90 
5. Thader 31,975 33,312 4.18 
6. Labourer 52,460 53,911 2 77 
7. Private (firms) 16,878 16,909 0.18 
8. Civil pensioner 14,148 14,172 0.17 
9. ABRI pensioner 1,824 1,788 - 1.97 
10. Unemployed 39,132 39,160 0.06 
11. Others 567 567 0.71 
City of Jogjakarta 190,954 194,120 
Average increase 1 .05 
CHAPTER III 
CHARACTERISTICS OF THE SEASONAL MIGRANTS IN JOGJAKABTA 
This chapter will concentrate on the socio-eoonomic charac- 
teristics of the seasonal migrants. To be able to analyse all the 
processes of population movement, there are three factors that 
should receive special attention. 
The first factor that should be observed concerns the prob].e 
which is related to the surrounding conditions, whether social, 
economical, physical or cultural, in the place of origin. By knowing 
these factors, the propelling factors of migration can be determined. 
The second factor concerns the form or the pattern of moveent 
of the inhabitants. Since this report is focuned on the ir.habitant 
who come to Jogjakarta to stay, then leave Jogjakarta for a while 
before returning again to the city, je. they enter and leave at 
periodic intervals - the form of this, movement will thus be the 
subject of observation. 
The third factor that should be observed is the ocicnomL: 
situation of the migrants in the place they go to, in thIs as 
Jogjakarta. By studying their situation in Jogjakarta we will 
learn the main factors that attract them to the city. 
3.1 Background of the seasonal migrants in their place of origin 
3.1.1 Place of origin of the seasonal migrants 
The 464 respondents showed that their places of origin were 
not confined to the administrative territory of the Special Reg1 
Jogjakarta alone but includes the other areas as well. Po anal.:. 
this, their places of origin will be divided into 6 regi,ns aithou 
as a rough guideline there are only two areas, ie. those whc oci 
from the Special Region Jogjakarta administrative unit and ths 
who originate from areas that are outside this administrative un1 
Klaten district which is outside the administrative unit cf 
the Special Region Jogjakarta, should be in a group by itself beoaua 
it has a strikingly large number of migrants, whereas the other 
areas outside the Jogjakarta Special Region show only a small 
and they can be grouped as one unit. 
As the four regencies that are in the Jogjakarta Special 
Region show different physiographical backgrounds as well as soci 
and economic variations, each district therefore, is a group ir 
itself. 
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The breakdown of migrants according to their piae 
is as follows: 
Table 9 
Migrant groups according to their area of origin 
Area of Origin (is) 
Within the Special Region Jogjakarta 
Gunung Kidu.l Regency 
Baritu]. Regency 
Kulon Progo Regency 
Sleinan Regency 
Outside the Special Region Jogjakarta 
Kiaten Region and its surroundings 
Regions other than Kiaten distr,ct 
e) Others 
Respondents 





It should be noted that the places of origin of certain 
migrants are not specifically known because they have often uiov 
from one place to another. They make up 2.92% of the respondentt 
and are grouped as "Others". What should be noted is that only the 
Gunung Kidul regency and the Kiaten district have the highest nw' 
of migrants who originate from there. This problem seems n&nra 
because almost the whole regency of Gunurig Kidul is considered as 
a poor area with a physiographical background that is bad f o f'! 
On the whole, although the Kiaten district and its surround!3v. 
does not belong to the 'poor' category, the southern egicn has a 
coarse relief as well as a physiographical background that is 
unfavourable to farming. The majority of the migrants who originnc 
from Klatn are from the southern part of Kiaten. 
Sleman Regency and Bantul Regency which are directly conne": 
to Jogjakarta and. which have a relatively better physiographica 
condition than Gunung Kidul, have commuters who travel to and from 
Jogjakarta. This situation is similar to that found in Kabupate" 
KuJ.on Progo (Kulon Progo Regency). Furthermore the good mf 
structure for transport from these two areas greatly ínfiuei * 
inhabitants' decision against staying in Jogjakarta for iu 
- 14 - 
3.1.2 Possessions in place of origin 
It is important to know this because it will give a direct 
picture concerning the motivation that makes them go to the city 
in search of more income. The respondents are asked several things 
including the: 
- condition of their home 
- possession of land 
- possession of domestic animals 
- possession of a means of transport 
- several other posessions that are not included in the ah 
The list of possessions they were asked is listed in the 
questionnaire as item no. 50. By adding the scores given for each 
possession we are able to determine the index of goods ssesed by 
the respondent. 
The results of the data concerning the index of p1sses8ior: 
is given in Table 10. In this case the index of pOSSOtlS is 
related to the place of origin of the respondent. 
Table 10 shows that the range in the value of th .ncex of 
possessions between 10 - 50 is found grouped in the i.ø' T"e. 
of Possessions. When this is related to the respondents' pie 
of origin, whether Gunung KIdU1, Kulon Progo, Kiaten district o' 
the other areas outside the Special Region Jogjakarta, it shows 
the same symptoms: the majority of the respondents have a LP 
(Index of Possessions) that is very low. In other words, povert 
in their place of origin has motivated them into seeking extra 
income elsewhere and some of these inhabitants have gone to 
Jogj akarta. 
Respondents who have an IP lower than 25 make up 90.90% 
and this group belongs to the lowest scale on the Index of 
Possessions. The rest, je. 9.1G have an IP standard that is low 
to moderate. As a means of comparison, we present the graph which 
is related to these facts (See Graph i). The graph clearly srws 
that the higher the standard of the Index of' Possessions thp n1l 
the percentage of seasonal migrants and this is the general. symptom 
for each area of origin. 
Gunung Kithil which is the most negative place of origin has 
the highest number of respondents with a low IP percentage whether 
it is the percentage in terms of place of origin or whether it 
seen as a whole. Next to Gunurig Kidu]. Regency, the Kiaton distrt 
has the highest number of migrants to Jogjakarta who have a !ow IL 
The reason has been explained earlier, especially the phyiographi. 
conditions which sre most unfavourable to farming in both these 
regions. 




INDEX Q? POSSESSZONZ IN PLACE 07 ORIGIN 
PLACE OF ORIGIN 
¿10 
10 - ¿5 
15 - ¿20 
20 - ¿25 
25 - ¿30 
30 - ¿35 
35 ¿kO 





3. K. B.T. K.P. 
3 12 3 1f 1 2 3 
86 37.5 Ifo.56 17.76 2 100 0,9k o.Ifi 1 11.11 0.If7 0.21 
61 26.63 113.88 12,60 7 77,78 5.03 f,iIf 
20 8.73 52.63 k,i3 
36 15.72 70.58 7,kk 
10 14.36 66.68 207 1 11,11 6.66 O.21 
9 3.93 60 1.86 
3 1,31 50 0.62 
1 o.k6 33.33 0.21 
3 1.31 60 0.62 
229 100 If7.31 2 100 0.9k 0.1.1 9 100 1.86 
TABLE 10 
INDEX OF POSSSIONS IN PLACE OF ORIGIN 
PLACE 0F ORIGIN 
contd 
. L. K. L. T. Outeide Spec. Reg. Jogja 
12 3 4 1 2 3 4 1 2 3 4 
1 100 0.47 0.21 78 56.52 36.79 16.11 +0 L1.395 18.86 8.27 
39 28.26 28.05 8.o6 28 30.76 20.1k 5.7 
8 5.79 21.05 1.65 8 8.79 21.05 1.65 
7 5.07 13.7k 1.44 1 4.39 7.8k 0.83 
3 2.2 20 0.62 1 1.09 6.66 0.21 
1 0.72 6.66 0.21 5 5.55 33.34 i.OZ 
1 0.72 16.66 0.21 2 2,19 33.34 o.k 
1 0.72 33.33 0.21 1 1,09 33.34 0.21 
2 2.19 40 0.41 





15 - ¿20 
20 - ¿25 
25 - L3° 
30 - ¿35 
35 - 




1. = Abo$lute 
2 Vertical percentage 
3 = Horizontal % 
k = Total % 
(15-ib) 
TABLE 10 
INDEX OF POSSL$SIONS IN PLACE OF ORIGIN 
Index of 
Po$seion8 
PLACE OF ORIGIN 
TOTAL 
1 2 3 k 1 2 3 k 
¿10 1 28,57 1,91 0.83 212 k3.80 ioo 
10 - ¿15 k 28.57 2.9 0.83 139 28.71 100 
15 - ¿20 2 lk.29 5.27 o.ki 38 7.85 100 
20 - ¿25 k 28.57 7.8k 0.33 51 10.53 100 
25 - ¿30 15 3.09 100 
30 - ¿35 l5 3.09 100 
35 - ¿0 6 1.23 100 
ko - ¿1+5 3 0.61 ioo 
- ¿5° 
=50 5 1.09 100 











































































































































































































































































3.1.3 Possession of land in place of origin 
In this study we found that the majority of the seasonal 
migrants are farmers. Based on the assumption that they are tied 
to their farming activity, it is essential to know the total area 
of land in their possession in their village. It is inportant to 
know this especially in relation to the frequency of return to their 
village and the length of stay there and also in relation to the 
socio-economie background, which will be factors that help determine 
their desire to move to a different place. See Table 11 for clarification. 
In Pable 11 the distribution of reapond.nts according to 
possession of land is clearly seen. The form of land possession 
itself can be divided into three types, je. land for rice cultivation, 
dry fields (land that is not irrigated) and the small plots or the 
yards that are connected to the dwelling place. 
Before we look at the comparison of the figures recorded in 
Table 11, it should be pointed out that there are a number of res- 
pondents who do not know about the land they own They are placed 
in a grouping of their own. 
Ownership of land is differentiated into four groups based 
on their size. These four groups are: areas that are smaller than 
0.1 hectare, land. between 0.1 - 1 hectare, land area above 1 hectare, 
and those who do not own any farming land. 
There is a large group of respondents who do not own any 
farmland. 74.93% of the respondents do not own any land for rice 
cultivation, 66.56% do not own any yard and 34.75% do not own any 
dry land. The others make up only a small group. By observing 
the above facts it can be concluded that economic pressure in the 
places of origin is greatly felt by the migrants, and will also be 
a factor that motivates them to leave the place. To compare the 
distribution of respondents in relation to land possession and the 
form of use, see Graph 2. It shows that the largest percentage is 
in the category for those who do not own any land, next is owner- 
ship of dry land and. finally ownership of small plots. 
The situation is especially related to village of origin where 
the physiographic background for the majority of the respondantt 
are areas that are unfavourable to cultivation. However, in spite 
of that, they generally still do own some land for farming. This 
is proved by the low percentage of those in the saine group who own 
dry land or even their own yard area. In fact, 'in the groups that 
own land between 0.1 - 1 hectare, or even the group that ownsatove 
1 hectare of land, those who own dry land or even small plots snow 
a slightly higher percentage than ownership of rice fields. Due 
to the low level of education as well as the inheritance system 
that has not been worked out for some of the respondents, they d 
not know how much land they own or what share cf the land they own 
















































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































since the land still belonged to their parents a; the time of the 
research. This last group of respondents made up 11.78% of those 
who own ricefields, 8.1,7% of those own dry land and 23.35% of those 
who own little plots of enclosed land. 
31.k. Statua of the respondent in relation to ownership 
f land 
In this case we do not differentiate on the types of land 
use. This is because farming activity that is carried on in the 
places of origin will increase the obligation to return to those 
areas. 
The statua of the respondent in their village of origin can 
be divided into 6 groups: 
Working owner farmers 
- those who own the land and still work on it themselves. 
Non-working owner farmers 
- those who own the land but employ other people to 
do the work or lease the planting period 't someone else. 
Worker farmers 
- those who do not own land but work pexmanently on a 
plot of land that belongs to someone else. 
k) Farm workers 
- those who do not own land and during specific periods 
of farming activity are hired by others to work on their 
farmlands. 
Unemployed 
- those who do not own any farmland and have no occupati 
whatsoever. 
Others 
- those who do not belong to any of the 5 categories abv. 
The above distribution shows that for each area of origin 
the group of working farmer owners is the moat coon; next come 
the farm labourers, then the unemployed followed by the 'others' 
and finally the working farmers and the non-working farmer ownere. 
It should be noted that, on the assumption that an owner farmer 
works all his land, the aveage area of the ricefield being 601 288 
average dry land l,k05,19 a and average plot 2116.57 a2 - the income 
will be far from sufficient to meet the food needs for the avera 
family of five, je. husband, wife and children. This situation will 
be more deeply felt by those tho do not own any farmland 4 all. 
To clarify this situation, see Table 12 which gives the comparison 
of the status of the respondent in his area cf riin. 
































































































































































































































































































































113 50.21 49.56 23.76 
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100 0.1.3 0.21 












































































































2 22.22 2.12 
0.41 
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3.72 
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23.07 31.83 14.31. 
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From Table 12 it is seen that for the poor er ucb as 
Gunung Kidu]. and the southern parts of Kiaten, th. number of 'working 
farmer owners' still form the highest total. Th. 'farm labourers' 
form the next largest group followed by the 'other.' and the 
'unemployed'. The role of the farmland in relation to the migrants' 
obligation to return will be explained in section 3.2. Among the 
respondents under observation, the abovementioned distribution, seems 
to be the most genera]. pattern. On the whole the working farmer 
owners make up k7.93%, farm labourers 19.42%, unemployed 13.64%, 
others 12.19%, working farmers 6.20% and finally, the non-working 
farmer owners make up 0.62% of the total distribution. 
As a means of comparison we present a diagram which give, a 
picture of the groupe according to status of the respondent in his 
place of origin (diagram no. 1). 
From the explanations given we can conclude that the main 
force that sends them to Jogjakarta is the search for extra income, 
because if they depended on their income at the village alon, they 
would not be able to meet their needs completely. In other words, 
it can be suggested that the status of the respondent can be used 
to determine their obligation to return to their village. Do they 
return to their place of origin because they are bound to the farm- 
land or are there other reasons? Without looking at the other 
factors o would tend to conclude that they return to their villages 
because they are bound to the farms. Section 3.2.1 will dwell on 
this further and provide an answer as to whether the seasonal varia- 
tion in the village is the main consideration in the analyais 
3.1.5. £ducation of the respondent 
When the respondent faces economic pressure in hie place of 
origin then education will be affected. This t. reflected in the 
reasons given by the seasonal migrante for leaving school. The 
majority of them quoted economic reasons. Table 13 gives a clearer 
picture of the situation. It shows that the highest level of edu- 
cation that has been achieved by the respondents j. the Setu.or 
Secondary School. This is reflected in the number of successful 
years that the migrant has spent in school which in this cee is 
between 10 - 12 years. This is based on the calculation that the 
first six years is spent fox elementary school educatioi, the m: 
three years is for junior secondary school while the rest should 
be for senior secondary school. 
An interesting point about those who leave school because 
of economic reasons is that the majority of them hare on1 achieved 
elementary school education, the number of successful years in 
school being '+ - 6 years. This level of education only just enables 
them to read and write. Similarly, the majority of those who leave 
school for non-economic reasons only have a basic elementary educat 
- 18 - 
The above data is put on a graph for further clarification (Graph 3). 
It clearly shows that the largest number of respondents, whether 
for economic or non-economic reasons, have only spent 4-6 years 
in school. The facts show that 12.19% have never been to school 
24.79% have elementary school education and left school between 
Class 1 to Class 3 le. between the first and third year at school; 
59.19% have elementary school education and have completed Class 4 
to Class 6. 
Source: Data Primair (1977) 
Explanation: 
Among all the respondents who were questioned 80.99% 
to get elementary school education, 5.37% had junior secondary cie 
education and 1.46% studied in a senior secondary school. Nobod? 
went further than senior secondary school. 
The low standard of education reflects the low level of skJ1 
to obtain jobs such as that of a govermnent official so that mest 
of them tend to choose employment which dóes not require speciLt 
standards of education. Apart from that, the high number of migr... 
who leave school due to economic problems (92.36%) clearly indi.a 
the socio-economic situationof their family in the villages. 
- 19 - 
Reasons for leaving 
number of years 
Table 13 






in school 0 
Economic reasons 
1 2 3 
Non-economic reasons 
0 1 2 3 
none 48.00 84.84 10.73 9.91 11.00 15.16 29.72 22.72 
1-3 110.00 91.67 24.60 22.72 10.00 8.33 27.05 206 
4-6 260.00 95.59 58.19 53.71 12,00 4.41 32.43 2.47 
7-9 23.00 92.31 5.14 4.75 3.00 7.69 8.10 0.61 
10 - 12 6.00 85.72 1.34 1.23 1.00 14.28 2.70 0.20 
Total 447.00 92.36 37.00 
o : absolute total 
1 : % total of non-schoolers 
2 : % total reason for leaving school 
3 : % total of the whole. 
L+9 
- 
1 2 3 1 5 6 7 
Number of succeseful years in school 
RELATIONSHIP BLWEEN REASONS FO 
LEAVING SCHOOL IITH NWBER OF 
TEARS SPENT IN SCHOOL 





3,1.6 Opinion of the respondents on the search for 
employment 
Another important factor that should be brought up in relation 
to their place ôf origin is their opinion - based on direct obser- 
vation (experience) or indirect (heard from eome other party) 
- on the socio-economic situation in Jogjakarta in relatien to 
seeking employment. 
The data on their opinion of seeking alternative employmer 
in Jogakarta is as follows: 
Table 14 
Opinion of the respondents on the seeking of 
employment in Jogjakarta 
Opinion No. of responaents (%) 
1. Very easy 6 1.24 
2. Easy 251 51.86 
3. ather difficult 141 29.13 
4. Difficult 6C 12.40 
5. Very diffici1t 5 1.03 
f. Do not knew 21 4.54 
Another factor which could bolster the responden s decision 
T o t a I 484 100.00 
Source; Data Prirnair (1977) 
?rom the data above we clearly see that the majori ty of the 
rnspondents think that there is no difficulty in inin" ernployrnen 
in Jogjakarta. This groun accounts for 51 .86%. The second group 
are those who think it is not ver easy to find a job but do not 
think that it is oo difficult either. They make up 29.13% o the 
respondents, On the basis of this opinion alone, we can determ.s 
that it is only natural for them to leave the villages to seek a 
new livelihood and extra income in Jogjakarta. 
Diagram 2 shows the comparison in opinion of the respondents. 
It clearly shows a proportional comparison for each category of 
opinion. Although the opinion exprecsed may only be qualitative 
in nature it can still be used directly to find out the background 
to the respondent's thoughts before' his decision to go to Jogjakarta. 


















































































































































































to leave for Jogjakarta is his opinion on being able to get 
accommodation in the city. Their opinion on accommodation is 
divided into 5 groups, i.e., very easy, easy, difficult, very 
difficult and do not know. Their perception of seeking accommodation 
was largely been derived from friends or relatives from th. same 
village who have worked in Jogjakarta before. Their contacts with 
old friends will be dealt with in a separate chapter. The following 
table shows the opinion of the respondents on the availability of 
accommodation in Jogjakarta. 
Table 15 
Opinion of respondents on getting accommodation 
in Jogjakarta. 
Source: ta Primair (1977) 
As was the case with seeking employment, most of the respondents 
thought that it was easy to find accommodation. The second largest 
group thought it was difficult. An interesting point is that none 
of the respondents felt that it was a very difficult task. Those 
who did not know made up only 2.06% of the respondents. This 
shows that their knowledge of other regions is quite good. 
Diagram 3 clearly shows the comparison of the different groups. 
It shows that the difference in proportion of those who think it 
is easy is strikingly different from the other groups. More than 
three quarters of the total number of respondents think it is easy 
(this makes up 83.67). Based on the opinion that it is not diffiuit 
to find accommodation in Jogjakarta, it seems natural that this 
factor helps in determining the desire of the respondent to try 
his luck in Jogjakarta in the framework of earning extra income 
for the family. 
3.i.8 Reason(s) wh,' the respondents first come to Jogjakart 
Being faced with the various factors given above will dfrectly 
Very easy 19 3.92 
Easy 396 81.82 
Difficúlt 59 12.19 
. Very difficult - 
5. o not know 10 2.07 
- 21 - 








OPINION OF RESPONDENTS ON SEARCH 
FOR ACCOMMODATION IN JOGJAKARTA 
easy difficult very difficult uo not know 
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influence and ascertain their attitude towards leaving for Jogjakarta. 
This section will deal with their reasons for coming to Jogjakarta 
for the first time. Their reasons for coming to Jogjakarta for the 
first visit can be divided into two groups: those who come to 
Jogjakarta with the aim óf working and those who come to Jogjakarta 
not to work but other reasons, eg. to visit relatives, as an 
excursion, tó seek medication, etc. Table 16 will show the details 
concerned. On the whole it can be seen that there is a big difference 
between the respondents who coma to Jogjakarta for the first time 
to work and those who do not intend to work. 
Those who come to Jogjakarta with the intention of working 
form 98.16% - hence almost al]. the respondents in the research came 
with the purpose of working. The rest came to Jogjakarta without 
anr intention of working but eventually decided to work. The distri- 
bution of these respondents can be clearly seen in the diagram. 
When the reason for the respondent' s first visit to Jogjakarta 
is related to his place of origin, it will show that those from 
Gunung Kidul, Kiaten and other areas outside the Special Region 
Jogjakarta came especially to work, in oontrast to the very minor 
proportion who do not come to seek employment. For Kulon Progo 
the difference in those who came for work and those who did not 
intend to work is not very pronounced. See Diagram #. 
3.2 Pattern of mobility of the seasonal migrants to and from 
Jogjakarta 
The pattern of mobility of the seasonal migrant is an important 
factor in relation to work in the village of origin, his family i 
the village of origin or to hi work in Jogjakarta. 
3,2.1 Variations in season of return to places of 
origin 
The period when the respondents return to their village in 
relation to the period of farming activity is interesting to obserwo1 
The farming activities in the place of origin can be divided into 
5 periods: preparation of the land, Bowing (planting) period, 
growing period (observation and protection), harvesting and fini 
the period when there is no activity at all in the farming areas 
(the fallow period). 
To determine the respondent's obligation to return to hi 
place of origin he was asked about the periods when he returned 
to the village and. this was related to the period of farming 
activity. The responses obtained from the respondents are found 
in Table 17. 
































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































REASONS FOR RESPONDENTS COMING TO 
JOOJAKARTA ACCORDING TO PLACE 0F ORIGIN 
Key: 
A = To seek employment 
B = Not to seek employment 
A A B B 
Sleman Kiaten C de Sp. k 
exc1t 
K. en 
A A B 
Bantul Kin. Proo 
Table 17 
Period of fartnng activity in practice when the respondents 
returnto the village 
Farming ac.ivity 
in season L 
Source: Data Primair (1977) 
An. interesting feature in Table 17 is that the highest per- 
centage of migrants are those who normally return to the villages 
during the fallow period when there are no farming activities at 
all. They mai<e up 39.26% of the respondents who return to their 
areas of origin. 21.49% return to the villages during the harvest 
period. There are only a few who return during the other periods, 
more of them return during the planting period than during the 
period of cultivation. This is because during the time of sowing 
more labour will be needed for the activity than when the crops 
are growing. 
With the limited possession of farming land in the village 
as explained earlier, the obligation of the seasonal migrant towarth 
his land has slackened. This is evident from the large number who 
return home during the fallow period whereas only a few return to 
the villages during the time of farming activity. The seasonal 
migrants return to the villages not because they are bound to the 
land but because of their obligation to the family who have stayed 
behind.. 
I an economic situation which is marginal, the families whc. 
have been left behind in the village suffer more during the tithes 
when the farmland which is the source of livelihood does not prode 
while at the same time their resources are-running low. Thiring 
such time most of the respondents return to the villages with the aim 
of taking money to the families they have left behind. For a 
clearer picture of the above the data is shown in diarath 5. 
- 23 - 
respondents (%) 
1. Tifling of lánd 33 6.81 
2. Sowing 68 14.05 
3. Protecting the crop 59 12.19 
4. Harvesting 109 21.49 
5. Fallow period 190 39.26 
6. Others 30 6.20 
Total 484 loo. 00 
Diagram 5 
RURN TO PLACE OF ORIGIN ACCORDING 




cultivation f alloi 







Since the size of workable lend owned by the migrant is ll 
and as long as labour is still available in the village, there is 
the possibility that the seasonal. migrant is not obligated to return 
to his village during the periods of farming activity. This is 
reflected in the small percentage of migrante who return to their 
areas of origin during the tilling of the land or during the planting 
period. The frequency of return of the seasonal migrante vil]. put 
the situation into clearer perspective. 
p.2.2. Frequency of return to place of origin 
In the framework of learning the migrant' s frequency of return 
to his village of origin they were asked about the tines when they 
returned. From the data obtained we learned that the shortest period 
of a migrant's stay in Jogjakarta is about one week. The frequency 
of return of k during a period of one month proves this. Th. longest 
period of stay in Jogjakarta is about one year with one return to 
the village of origin. This is especially so for respondents who 
come from places that are far away. 
Table 18 gives a clearer picture of the trequency of return 
to the village of origin. The table shows that the meet cooa 
occurrence is a return to the villag, after staying two weeks to 
a month in Jogjakarta. 44.85% return to their village, every south 
whereas those who return every fortnight sake up 38.22% of the 
respondent e. 
In relation to farming activity in the village there is very 
little connection to their return. By returning every week or every 
fortnight there will be no relationship to farming since they 'will 
be there reular1y whether there is farming activity or not. As 
has been epreesd earlier1 this matter is closely related to the 
ownership of only a small plot of land. What actually detaesinea 
their return are the family ties - their feelings for the family 
they- bave left behind. After working in Jogjakarta for s certain 
period they return home to give their earnings to th. family so that 
they anineet their needs. 
3.2.3. Relationship between frequency of return to villa&eof 
origin each year nd the distance to th. village 
In section 3.2.1. we dealt with the frequency of return to 
the village as well as ita motivation, hence we need to know about 
the pattern of movement of the inhabitants in relation to the 
distance of the village of origin from Jogjakarta. 
To determine the length of stay whether In Jogjakarta or in 
the village, the migrants normally use single periods of time - 
je. one week or one month. The furthest distance of the ¿eaaonal 
migrant from Jogjakarta in this research project i k50 km (near 
Bendung, West Java). Aa there are few migrsnt ho :. 














































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































further than 100 km, and since their pattern of mobility is similar, 
they are grouped together. 
The shortest distance that a migrant has to travel home is 
10-20 km for those who are married and 20-30 km from Jogjakarta 
for those who are still single. Generally the married and unmarried 
seasonal migrants show the sanie cycle in their movements. Por each 
place of origin there is a tendency for them to return f orn%ktly 
or monthly. Most of the respondents who are married (31.46%) live 
about 30-40 km from Jogjakarta. 27.71% of them live about 40-80 km 
from Jogjakarta. Those who live more than 100 km from the city 
make up 14.24% of the respondent group. Phe rest stay 20-30 km 
away (10.46%) and 70-80 km away (3%). See Pable 19. 
The highest proportion of the respondents who have been married 
caine from places that are 30 - 40 kin away from Jogjakarta, whereas 
the highest proportion of respondents who are still single come 
from places that are 40-50 km away from Jogjakarta. They make 
up 45.62% of the total group. Places that are 30-40 km away from 
Jogjakarta have the second largest group of migrants (19.35%) and 
those further than 100 km have 14.77% -of the migrants. The rest 
make up only a small proportion. The above data is simplified in 
the graph showing the frequency of return to village in relation 
to distance from Jogjakarta (Graph 4). 
Graph 4 will show more clearly the culmination of 12 spots 
or 24 in each median that marks the different distance between village 
and Jogjakarta - thus showing that the frequency of return is 12 .or 
24 times in a year. The highest frequency of return is found in 
married respondents who during the period of one year in Jogjakarta, 
have returned to their village 48 times. In this case, the length 
of stay in his village has not been accounted for. 
Graph 5 shows the frequency of return in a year in relation 
to distance of the village from Jogjakarta for the respondents who 
are unmarried. The pattern is similar to that of the married migrants 
- i..e.. similar to what is shown in graph 4. Graph 5 also shows that 
the frequency of return is either 12 times or 24 times in a year. 
Furthermore the frequency of return for both the married and unmarried 
respondents is proportional to the distance of the village from 
Jogjakarta. The distances in dominance are accordingly : 40-50 km; 
5°-40 km; 50-60 km; whereas the other distances show a slight 
variation. 
The culmination of 12 visits within a year shows a different 
characteristic than that which is written above. or respondents 
who are single, the general dominance is for those living 40-50 km 
away whereas in graph 4, the 30-40 km group dominated. Nevertheless, 
as a rough guideline we can say that the mobility pattern of the 
respondènts, whether married or single show many similarities. 
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3.2.+ Length of stay in place of origin 
The period of time spent by the migrant in his village during 
his return shows several variations. This period of stay can be 
divided into 5 groups, basically we measure it weekly (7 days): 
length of stay is less than one week 
length of stay is between 1 - 2 weeks 
length of stay is between 2 - 3 weeks 
k) length of stay is between 3 - k weeks 
5) length of stay is more than I month 
In the analysis concerning the period of stay in the village 
we also look at its variation in relation to distance of the village 
from Jogjakarta. It actually shows an interesting variation - see 
Table 20. The data in Table 20 shows that the biggest migrant 
groups stay in the village less than a year. They make up 
and k6.k9% je. 80% of the whole migrant group. In other words, 
it can be said that they have a tendency not to stay long in their 
village because of better employment opportunities and economic 
activities in the city than in their area of origin. When this 
situation is related to section 3.2.2 on the frequency of return 
to village, it shows an interesting element for study. 
The proportion of respondents who stay in Jogjakarta between 
2 weeks to a month total 83.07%, whereas those who stay in the 
village less than a week or between 1-2 weeks total 89.80%. From 
the above data it can be concluded that the majority of the migrants 
tend to stay in Jogjakarta between 2 weeks to I month and they 
generally stay in their villages not more than 2 weeks. 
Graph 6 shows the comparison between period of stay in the 
village in relation to the distance from Jogjakarta. It shows that 
the highest culmination is on the median representing those who 
say in the villages between 1-2 weeks - the distance being kO-50 Ion 
from Jogjakarta. When this graph is related to the preceding graphs, 
graph k and 5, it shows that the majority of those who come from 
places ko-50 kin away from Jogjakarta stay in the city between 2 weeks 
to one month. It appears that staying in their village between I-2 
weeks is the most general feature of the migrante; the eeoond most comaot; 
characteristic is staying for less than a week in their village. 
When the characteristics of the different groups are observed 
it will be seen that to stay in their villages for lees than a week 
would be suitable for migrante who are 30-50 km away from the city; to 
stay between 1-2 weeks would also be suitable for migrants who come from 
villages 30-50 km away; to stay in their villages between 2-3 weeks 
would be for those who caine from places that are ko-50 km and for those 
who corne from places that are more than 100 km away from Jogjakarta; 
and to stay in the village between 3 weeks to one month would mostly be 
for those whose places of origin are 100 km away from Jogjakarta. 
Similarly, the majority of thoie who stay in their place of origin for 
more than 1 month live more than 100 km away from Jogjakarta. 
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.3 Situation of the seasonal migrants in Jog jakarta 
As we have studied the geographical. background and socio-economic 
situation of the seasonal migrants in their village as well as their 
pattern of mobility, we shall delve into their situation in the city 
of Jogjakarta. 
The socio-econornic situation of the seasonal migrants in 
Jogjakarta may be considered as the direct force of attraction that 
compels the village inhabitants into leaving for the city. Where 
there are factors in the original, surroundings that motivate a person 
to leave, and where there are strong pulling factors from the new 
place - the desire will grow in the village inhabitants to migrate 
in order to improve his aocio-economic situation. 
3.3.1 The tota], month1 income of the respondents 
There is a big difference in the income earned by the seasonal 
migrant in his village compared to that he earns in Jogjakarta. 
Their income in Jogjakarta ranges from Rp.2000/- per month to 
Rp.19,000/- per month whereas their income in the village would 
range between below Rp.1,000 per month to Rp.16,000/-. per ionth. 
The following table will show the dibparity in greater detail 
Teble 21 
Comparison between income per month in the village of 
origin and in Jogjakarta 
'7 
Income per month 
(Rp.) 
Jogjakarta city Place of oriin 
Total Total 
O 168 3k,70 
1,000 3 0.62 
1,000 -2,000 87 18.02 
2,000 -<3,000 1 0.21 62 12.81 
3,000 -k,00o 1 0.21 k9 10.12 
L,0oo -< 5,000 1 0.21 39 8.06 
5,000 - 6,000 8 1.65 6 1.24 
6,000 -. 7,000 58 11.98 26 5.37 
/,O0 - 8,000 61 12.60 15 3,10 
8,000 - 9,000 1k 2.89 5 1.03 
9,000 -.10,000 8o 16.53 12 2,47 
10,000 ..11,000 21 k.34 
11,000 -12,000 14 2.89 0.i 
12,000 -13,000 78 6.12 2 
13,000 i4,000 0.21 4 0.82 
1,000 -15,0O0 2 0.41 
15,000 16,000 70 1i.L+6 5 1.03 
i6,000 -17,000 
17,000 -i8,coù 2 
17nc i0T 15 930 










COMPARISON OF TOTAL MONTHLY 
INCOME IN JOGJP1KARTA AND IN 




R'.piah rer rnoth x 1.00C ,- 
Total Income 
in Jogjakarta city 
in village 





Table 21 clearly shows the distribution of income of the 
seasonal migrants in Jogjakarta as well as in their village. The 
majority of the respondents (18.02%) earn between Rp.1,000-Rp.2,000/- 
per month in the village. 10.12% of the respondents earn Rp.3,000- 
Rp.4,000/- per month in the village. There were some difficulties 
in recording the monthly income earned 'by the respondents, especially 
that which they earn in the village. This is because the majority 
of them do not receive a fixed income on a regular basis. Furthermore, 
it should 'be noted that the above-mentioned income is the total 
income they receive from work that is apart from their farming. 
As farmers, they depend fully on farming for their lifeline. As 
has 'been explained in the earlier chapters, they are unable to 
earn enough money for their daily needs from farming alone. The 
data on their income other than that from farming shows that 34.70% 
have none and the rest belong to the low income group. 
When the income distribution in these places is compared to 
the situation of their income distribution in Jogjakarta, it 
appears natural that the rural inhabitants become interested in 
seeking their fortune through work in the city. From Table 21 we 
see that the biggest number of respondents are in the income group 
which earn between Rp.9,000 - Rp.1O,000 per month. They constitute 
16.53% of the respondents. Rp.12,000-Rp.13,000 is earned by 16.12% 
of the respondents. 14.46% of the respondents earn between 
Rp.15,000 - Rp.16,000/- 12.60% of them earn between Rp.7,000 to 
p.8,000/- and the final large group of 9.3 earn an income of 
D.18,000-Rp.19,00O/-. This will be illustrated in Craph 7 which 
snows the relationship between total income per month and place. 
The graph shows that in the places of origin the income earned 
is much lower than that which they earn in Jogjakarta. The average 
incôme earned in Jogjakarta is Rp.11,319.00 per month whereas what 
they earn in their villages is only Rp.2,630.17 per month. Thus 
it can be concluded that by trying their luck in Jogjakarta their 
income is, on the average, 4 times that which they would earn in 
their villages. In addition to that they can be certain of their 
earnings in Jogjakarta whereas in the village their income is not 
fixed. 
3.3.2 Relationship between period of occupation and size 
of income per day 
The working day of the seasonal migrants, irregardless of 
activity can be divided into 3 periods: 
the type of work that is performed during the day 
the type of work that is performed at night 
o) the type of work that is performed during the day as well 
as at night. 
The proportion of respondents who work during the day alone 
- 28 - 
can be divided into six dominant income groupa. The six main incoa. 
groups are: 
Income between Rp.300-Rp.325/- per day. 
This includes 10.k5% of all respondents; it makes np 53.13% of 
ail respondents who earn Rp.300-Rp.325/- per day; and it represents 
21.05% of all the work that is done during the day only. 
Income between Rp.250-Rp.275/- per day. 
Thia includes 9.92% of respondents; 65.75% of all respondents 
in the same pay bracket; and represents 19.75% of the type of 
work that is performed during the day only. 
Income between Rp.500-Rp.525/- per day. 
This includes 7.23% of all respondents; 36.08% of the respondents 
in the same income group and representa lk.kO% of the respondents 
who work during the day only. 
k) Income between Rp.kOO-Rp.k25/- per day. 
This inclu 6.ko% of the respondents and represents 39.7k% 
of the respondents in the sene income oup and 12.75% of the 
respondents who work during the day only. 
Income, of Rp.200-Rp.225/- per day. 
Thia includes 6.20% of ail respondents and 53.57% of those in 
the same income group and makes up 12.3k% of .11 respondents 
who work during the day. 
Income of Rp.600-Rp.625 per day. 
There are k.13% of ail respondents; k4.kk% of all respondents 
in the same income group and 8.25% of all respondents who work 
during the day only. 
The types of work that are done at night alone show a similarity 
to the types of work that are performed only in the day. This simi- 
larity is shown in the main classes of income earned although not 
in the sape order. The sain classes of income for the work that 
is done during the night is as follows: 
Income between Rp.600-Rp.625/- daily. 
This representa 25% of all work performed only at night; 33.33% 
of all those in the same income group as well as 3.10% of ail 
respondents. 
Income between Rp.500-Rp.525/ daily. 
This represents 25% of all respondents who work at night; 15.1i% 
of those in the same income group and 3.10% of all respondents. 
Income between Rp.kOO-Rp.k25/- daily. 
Thie covers 18.36% of those who work at night and ik.io% of 
those in the sane income group sa well as 2.2?% of ail reàpondents. 
- 29 - 
Income between Rp.300-Rp.325 daily. 
This represents the earnings for 13.33% of the work which is 
done at night only; 8.33% of the respondents are in this income 
while it makes up only 1.65% of all respondents. 
Income between Rp.200-Rp.225 daily. 
This includes 1 of the work done at night and 10.71% of those 
in the same income group. Only 1.24% of all respondents work 
in this income group. 
Table 22 gives the distribution of each type of work and the time 
during which it is performed. 
For the types of work that ax, performed during the day as 
well as at night, the main income groups are as follows: 
1 Income between Rp.500-Rp.525 daily. 
This is at the top of the list and has 25.98% of all the day 
and night workers; 48.45% of the respondents earn this sum and 
9.71% of all respondents are in this group. 
2) Rp.300-Rp.325 daily. 
20.44% of the day/night workers are ir this income bracket; 
38.54% of the respondents earn this income and 7.64% of all 
the respondents work this day &/or night period. 
Rp.400-Rp.425 daily. 
19.89% of the day/night workers are in this group. It is also 
the amotrnt earned by 46.15% of all respondents. 7.44% of all 
the respondents work in this period. 
Rp.250-RQ.275 daily. 
This includes 12.70% of ail day/night workers and 31.51 of 
thoe who are in the same income group and represents 4.75% 
of all the respondents. 
Rp.200-Rp.225/- daily. 
This includes 11.05 of all day/night workers who are respondents 
and represents the income for 35.72% of them . 4.13% of ail 
respondents work in this day/night group. 
6' Rp.600-Rp.625 daily. 
5.53 of the day/night respondents earn this amount. 22.23% 
of all respondents are in this income group. Only 2.07% of 
ail respondents work in this day,4ight periód. 
Graph clearly shows the comparison of the different income 
classes and the time of work. Graph 8 shows that the culmination 
of the median that should be noted in relation to the period of 
work is as follows: 
i) the Largest group of respondents ar those who earn between 
TABLE 22 
RELATIONSHIP BWEEN DAILY INCOME AND PERIOD OF 0RK 
contd.,. 
Daily Income 
Period of Work 
Day 
f % (vertical) % (horizontal) % (total) 
L100 I 0.1+1 100 0.20 
130 - L125 - - - - 
125 - L150 2 0.82 100 0.1+1 
150 - L1?5 5 2.05 62.5 1.03 
175 - L200 - - - 
200 - L225 30 12.31+ 53.57 6.20 
225 - L250 3 1.23 100 0.62 
250 - L275 L+8 19.75 65.75 9.92 
275 - L300 1 0.1+1 100 0.20 
300 - L325 51 21.05 53.13 10,51+ 
325 - L35° - - - 
350 - L3?5 9 3.69 60 1.86 
775 - 140C 3 1,23 75 0.62 
31 12,75 39.71+ 6.4+o 
25 - L1+5° 1 0.1+1 100 0.20 
1+50 - L47 2 0,82 100 0,1+1 
1+75 - L5°° - - 
500 - 525 35 1k.40 36.08 7.23 
525 - 50 - - 
550 - L575 1 0.1+1 50 0.20 
575 - - - -. 
¿oo - ¿_625 20 8,23 k1+.1+1+ 1+.13 
Total ?k3 100% - 50.23 




200 - L225 
225 -L...250 
250 - L275 
275 - L3°° 
300 - L325 
325 - ¿_350 
350 - L375 
375 - ¿_L400 
400 - L25 
425 - ¿j50 
450 - L_475 
475 - ¿5°0 
500 - L525 
525 - L55° 
550 - ¿_575 
575 - ¿600 
600 - L625 
Tota]. 
(30-ia) 
Period of Work 
Night 













1 1.66 12,5 0.20 
- - - - 
6 10 10.71 1,24 
- - - - 
2 3.33 2.74 0.41 
- - - - 
8 13.33 8.33 1.65 
- - - - 
1 1,66 6,67 0,20 
1 1,66 25 0.20 
11 18.36 14.10 2.27 
- - - - 
- - - - 
- - - - 
15 25 15.46 3.10 
- - - - 
- - - - 
- - - 
15 25 33.33 3.10 
60 100% 12.39 
contd... 
100 - ¿_125 
125 - ¿150 
150 - L175 
TI 22 
RsLAroNSHIP BWEN DAILY INCO AND PERIOD 07 WORK 
(30-ibi 
Period of Work 
contd... 





2 1.10 25 0.1+1 
- - - - 
20 11.05 35.72 
- - - - 
23 12.70 31.51 ¿4.75 
- - - 
37 20.L4i+ 38.51+ 7.6k 
- - - 
5 2.76 33.33 1.03 
- - - - 
36 19.89 L#6.15 
- - - 
- - - - 
- - - 
1+7 25.9e 1+8.4 
- - 
1 0.55 50 0.20 
- - 
10 5.53 22,23 2.07 
131 iooç: - 37.38 
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125 - ¿_150 
150 - £175 
175 - L200 
200 - £225 
225 - L250 
250 - L275 
275 - £300 
300 - £325 
325 -L35° 
350 - ¿_375 
375 - L00 
'+00 - ¿j+25 
1425 - £1450 
- L..475 
75 - L5c0 
500 - £525 
525 - L55° 
550 - £575 
575 -L600 
600 - £625 
Total 
TAL 22 
Period of Work 
Total 
Source: Data Primajr (i977) 
f % (vertical) % (horizontal) % (total) 
I - 100 0.21 
- - - - 
2 100 o.ki 
8 - loo 1.65 
- - - 
56 - 100 11.57 
3 - 100 0.62 
73 - 100 15.08 
1 - 100 0,21 
96 - 100 19.83 
- - - - 
15 - 100 3.10 
1 - 100 0.83 
78 - 100 16.12 
1 - 100 0.21 
2 - 100 0.+1 
- - 
97 - 10 20.04 
- - 
2 - loo u.41 
- 
145 - 100 9.30 
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Rp.3Q0-Rp.325 daily and who work during the day only; they 
make up 10.54% of all the respondents. 
The second largest group are those who earn Rp.250-Rp.275/-. 
daily and who work during the day only. They include 
9.92% of all respondents. 
The third group are those who earn Rp.500-Rp,525/- daily 
and includes both day as well as night workers. They 
represent 9.71% of all the respondents. 
The fourth group are those who earn between Rp.300-Rp.325/- 
daily whether they work at night or during the day. It 
makes up 7.kk% of all respondents. 
The fifth group is made up of those who earn between Rp.400 
to Rp.425/- daily - the work being performed either by day 
or night. They make up 7.44% of the total respondent group. 
The final dominant group are those who earn between Rp.200 to 
Rp. 225/- daily and only those who work during the day. 
They include 6.20% of all respondents. 
Graph 8 also shows that there are two large groups of respon- 
dents based on the amount of income they receive daily. The first 
group includ those who earn above Rp.350/- daily as well as those 
who earn below Rp.350/_ daily. Respondents who earn below Rp.350/-. 
are mostly those who work during the day and respondents who earn 
abnve Rp.350/- are mostly those who work during the day as well 
as at night. Those who work at night only account for 12.39%. However, 
an nteresting point is that most of these night workers have daily 
incomes that are above Rp.400/- 
The average income that they earn in relation to the time 
3f work is as follows: 
The average income of those who work during the day is 
Rp.35.45 daily: the average income of those who work at night is 
.443.75 daily and the average income of those who work during 
the night and/or during the day is Rp.390.26 daily. The 
number of workers appear to affect the average daily income that 
they receive. The workers who work at night only form 12.39° of 
all the workers in the region of Jogjakarta. 
3.3.3 Relationship between size of income and type of wprk 
In this research project based in Jogjakarta, we have noted 
31 types of occupation that are practised on a large scale. Table 23 
lists it in detail. In relation to the size of the daily income 
we have noted several occupations that have incomes ranging from 
high, medium and low. When the proportion of respondents with 
'high' incomes are considered it shows that the 'baii' hAwkers 
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Table 23 
Occupation: 
1, Jual bakso Sells meatballs 
Jual bakxni Sells Chinese noodles 
Jual lotis Sells 'lotis' 
Jual es Sells cold drinks 
Becak = Triehaw peddlar 
Jual bakpao = Sells bread dumplings 
Jual aneka makanan = Sells a variety of food 
Buruh batik = Batjk worker 
Jual bunga Sells flowers 
Jual burjo = Sells 'burjo' 
Jual sapu = Sells brooms 
Jual tall plastik = Sells plastic string 
Jual nasi = Sells rice 
l+. Jual ronde = Sells 'ronde' 
Jual temu lawak = Sells a kind of ginger 
Jual maman anak = Sells children's toys 
Jual ntartabak = Sells a savoury pastry 
Jual roti = Sells bread 
19, Jual brem = Sells rice wine 
Juaj. putu = Sells a kind of rice cake 
Jual Arum manis = Sells 'arum manis' 
Jual kurungan = Sells cages 
Jua3. susu = Sells milk 
2+. Jual kursi rotan = Sells rattan chairs 
Jual krupuk Sells food crackers 
Sopir & Kenek = Chauffeur & assistant to bus/taxi driver 
Tukangcukur = barber 
Tukang kasur = Makes or repairs mattresses 
Bakulan = Makes/sells baskets 
Kuli Coolie 




RILAPIONSHIP BWEEN SIZE OF DAILY 
INCOME AND TYPE OF OCCUPATION 
SIZE OF DAILY INCOME 
Ll00 100 - Ll25 125 - Ll50 
01230 1 2 3 
- - - - - - 
- - - 1 50 2.32 0.2 
- - - - - - - 
- - - - - - 
- - - - - 
- - - 
- - - - 1 50 +.76 0.2 
- - - - 2 100 - 
contd... 
(31-ja) 
0 1 2 3 
1 Jual Bakso 
2 JualBakmi - - - 
3 Jual Lotis - - - - 
1 Jua1E - - - 
5 Beck - - - - 
6 Jual Bakpao - - - - 
7 Jual Aneka Makanan - - - 
8 Buruh Batik - - - 
9 Jual Bunga 
10 Jual Burjo - - - 
11 Jual Sapu - - - - 
12 Jual Tau Plastjk - - - 
13 Jual Nazi - - 
1k Jual Ronde - - - - 
15 Jual Temu Lawak - - - - 
16 Jual Maman Anak 1 100 11+.28 0.2 
17 Jual Martabak - - - 
18 Jual koti - - 
19 Jual Brent - - - - 
) Jual Putu - - - 
21 Jual Arum Mani s - - - 
22 Jual Kurungan - - - 
Jual Susu - - - - 
+ Jual Kursi Rotan - - - - 
25 Jual Krupuk - - - 
26 Zopir & Kenek - - 
27 Tukang Cukur - - - - 
28 Tukang Kasur - - - - 
29 Bakulan - - - 
30 Kuli - - 
31 Tambal Ban - - - 
I loo - 0.2 
TABLE 23 
RILATIONSHIP BWEP2 SIZE 0F DAILY 
INCOME AND TTPE 01' OCCUPATION 
0123 
- - - - - - 
- - 
- - - - - 
(31-ib) 
SIZE OP DAILY INCOME 
contd... 
No Occupation 150 - £175 175 
0 1 2 3 
1 Jual Bakso - - - - - 
2 Jual Bakini - - - - 
3 Jual Lotis - - - - - 
1+ Jual Es 1 12.5 1.38 0.2 - 
5 Becak 3 12. 5.35 0.61 - 
6 JualBakpao - - - - - 
7 Jua]. Aneka Makanan 1 12.5 20 0.2 - 
8 Buruh Batik - - - - - 
9 Jua]. Bunga - - - - - 
10 Jua]. Burjo - - - - - 
11 Jual Sapu - - - 
12 Jua]. Tall Plastik - - - - - 
13 Jual Na.si - - - - - 
11+ Jua]. Ronde 1 12.5 3.814 0.2 - 
15 Jual Tetnu Lawak - - - - - 
16 Jual Idainan Anak - - - 
17 Jual Martabak - - - - 
18 Jual Roti - - - - - 
19 Jual Brw - - - - - 
20 Jual Putu - - - - 
21 Jual Arum Manis - - - - 
22 Jual Kurungan - - - - 
23 Jual Suu 1 12. 50 0.2 - 
21+ JuaJ. Kursi Potan - - - - 
25 Jual Krupuk 1 12.5 8.33 0.2 - 
5 Oopir & Kenek - - 
2? Tukazzg Cukur - - - - 
28 Tukan Kasur - - - - 
29 Bakulari - - - - - 
30 Kuli - - - 
31 Tainbal Ban 
0 1 2 3 
10 17.86 10.20 2.07 
2 3.57 5.55 o.ki 
7 12.5 20.96 1.1+1+ 
8 ik.28 12.3 1.62 
5 8.93 9.1+3 1.03 
- - - 
1 1.78 20 0.2 
5 8.93 23.81 1.03 
2 3.57 20 0.32 
3 5.36 17.65 0.61 
- - - - 
3 5.36 k2.6 0.61 
- - - 
- - - 
3 5.36 23.07 0.61 
1+ 7.1k 57.15 0.82 
- - - 
- - - - 
- - 
- - 
1 1.78 20 0.2 
- - 
- 
1 1.78 50 0.2 
1 1.78 8.3 0,2 
- - 
- - 
8 100 - 1.56 - - - - 56 100 - 11,57 
200 - £225 - L200 
TABLE 23 
RILATIONSHIP Bm'WKEN SIZE 0F DAILY 
INOOME AND ni'E 0F OCCUPATION 




SIZE 07 DAILY INCOME 
225 - ¿250 250 - ¿275 275 - ¿300 
1 2 3 0 1 2 3 0 1 2 3 
1 Jua]. Bakzo - - - - 2 2.74 2.04 0.41 - - - - 
2 JualBakmj - - - - - - - - - - 
3 Jual Lotis - - - - 11 15.07 25.5e 2.27 - - - - 
4 Jual Es 1 33.33 1.38 0.2 8 10.96 12.3 1.65 - - - - 
5 Becak - - - - 17 23.28 30.26 3.51 - - - - 
6 Jual Bakpao - - - - 1 1.37 9.09 0.2 - 
7 Jual Aneka Makaan - - - - 1 1.37 20 0.2 - - - - 
6 3u2Uh Batik - - - 0.4 12 16.44 57.14 2.8 - - - - 
9 Jual Buna 2 66.66 20 - 4 5.48 40 0.82 - - - 
10 Jual Burjo - - - - 2 2.74 11.75 0.41 - - - - 
1 Jua]. Sapu - - - - 1 1.37 33.33 0.2 - - - - 
12 Jual Tall Platik - - - - - - - - - - 
13 Jual Nazi - - - - - - - - - - - - 
14 Jua]. Ronde - - - - 2 2.74 7.69 0.2 - - - - 
15 Jual Temu Lawak - - - - 3 4.11 23.07 0.61 - - - - 
16 Jual Maman Anak - - - - 2 2.74 28.57 o.4i - - - 
17 J'ual Martabak - - - - 1 1.37 50 0.2 1 100 50 0.2 
18 Jual Roti - - - - - - - - 
19 JuaiBrem - - - - - - - - - - 
20 JuaJ. Putu - - - 1 1.3? L 0.2 - - 
21 Jual Arum Manis - - - - 1 1.37 20 0.2 - - 
22 Jua). Kurirngan - - - - - - - - - 
23 Jual Suzu - - - - - - * - - 
24 Jual. Kursi Rotan - - - - 1 1.37 50 0.2 - - - - 
5 Jual Krupuk - - - - 3 4.11 25 0.61 - 
6 3opir & Kenek - - - - - - 
2? Tukang Oukur - - - - - 
2 Tukarig Kasur - - - - - - - - - - - 
29 Bakulan - - - - - - - - - - 
3OKuli - - - - - - - - - 
31 Tanbal Ban - - - - - - - - - - 
TMLE 23 
RElATIONSHIP BTWE SIZE OF DAILY 
INCOME AND TYPE OF OCCUPATION 
SIZE OF DAILY INCOME 
No Occupation 300 - ¿325 325 - ¿d350 350 - L375 
0 1 2 3 01230 1 2 3 
(31-id) 
c ont d... 
96 100 19.83 - - 100 3.09 
1 Jual Bakso 28 29.17 28.57 5,78 - - - - 1 26.66 k.08 0.82 
2 Jual Bakmi 3 3.12 8.33 0.61 - - - - - - - - 
3 Jual Lotis 5 5.21 11.62 1.03 - - - - 2 13.33 k.65 0.1+1 
k Jual Es 15 15.62 23.07 3.09 - - - - 1 6.66 1.38 0.2 
5 Becak 5 5.21 8.93 1.03 - * - 1 6.66 1,78 0.2 
6 ¿Tuai Bakpao 3 3.12 27.27 0.61 - - - - - - - - 
7 ¿Tuai Aneka Makanan - - - - - - - 1 6,66 20 0.2 
8 Buruh Batik - - - - - - 
9 Jual Bunga - - - - - 2 13.33 20 0.1+1 
10 Jual Burjo 2 2.08 11.75 0.1+1 - - - - - - - - 
il Jual Sapu 1 i.0+ 33.33 0.2 - - - 1 6.66 33.33 0,2 
12 Juai. Tau Plastik 3 3.12 1+2.86 0.61 - - - - - 
13 ¿Tuai Nasi 1 1.01+ 16.67 0.2 - - - - - - 
1+ Jua]. RorLde 3 3.12 11,5L4 0.6 - 1 6.66 3.8+ 0.2 
15 ¿Tuai Teinu Lawak 1 L+,16 30.77 0.1+1 - - - - - - 
16 Jual Maman Anak - - - - - - - - - 
17 Jual Martabak - - - - - - - - 
Jui Roti - - - - - - - 1 6.66 25 0.2 
) 1 Bre 6 6.25 37,5 1.23 - - - - - - 
2C ua1 Putu 6 6.25 60 1.23 - - - - 
21 U1 trum Mania 2 2.08 40 o.1+i - - - 6.66 20 0.2 
22 Kurnc&- 1 1,01+ 50 0.2 - 
23 1 1.01+ 5Q 0.2 - 
2'+ Kurei Rotan - - - - - - - - 
? :' (rupuk 6 6.25 50 1.23 - - - - - 
26 .c Kenek - 
27 2ukan Cukur 
28 Tukan,g Ksur - - - - - 
29 Bakulan - - - 
30 Yuli 1 1,04 '00 0.2 
1 2unbii Ban - - 
TABLE 23 
RELATIONSHIP BEJWEEN SIZE OF DAILY 




SIZE OF DAILY INCOME 
375 - 1fOO 1+00 - 1+25 - 
1 2 3 0 1 2 3 01 2 3 
I Jual Bakso - - - - 17 21.79 17.35 3.51 - - - 
2 Jua]. Bakxni - - - 1+ 5.13 11.11 0.82 - - - 
3 Jua]. Lotis 1 25 ¿.32 0.2 11 1L+.10 25.58 2.27 - - - - 
k Jua]. E - - * - 8 10.26 12.3 1.65 - - - 
5 Becak 1 25 1.78 0.2 10 12.82 17.86 2.07 - - - - 
6 Jual Bkpao 2 50 18.18 O.k 2 2.56 18.18 0.1+1 
7 Jual Aneka Makanan - - - - - - - - - 
8 Buruh Batik - - - - - - - - 
9 JualBunga - * - - - - _ - 
10 Jua]. Burjo - - - 1 1.28 5.88 0.2 1 - 5.88 - 
11 Jual. Sapu - - - - - - - - - - - 
12 Jua3. TaJ.i Plaetik - - - 1 1.28 114.82 0.2 - - - - 
13 Jual Nazi - 2 ¿.56 33.33 0.1+1 - - - - 
11+ Jua]. Ronde - - - 10 12.82 38.1+6 2.07 - - - 
15 Jual Temu Lawak - - - - 1 1,28 7.69 0,2 - - - 
16 Jua). Maman Anak - - - - - - 
17 Jua]. Martabak - - - - - - - 
18 Jual Roti - - - 3 3.85 75 0.61 - 
19 Jual Brem - + 5.13 25 0.82 - 
20 Jual Putu - - 2 2.56 20 0.1+1 - - - 
21 Jual Arum Manie - - - - - 
22 J ual Kurungan - - - - - - 
23 ua1Su5u - - - - - - - 
24 uni Kursi Rotan - - - - - - - 
2 Jual Krupuk - - 1 1.28 8.33 0.2 - - 
2 Sopir & Kenek - - - - - - - - - 
27 Tukng Cukur - - - - - - - - - 
28 Tukang Kasur - - - - - - 
29 ]3akulan - - - - - - 
30 Kuli - - - - - - - - - - 
31 r'a Ban - 1 1.28 33.33 0.2 - - * 
L+ ioo - 0,8 78 100 16.11 1 100 0.2 
TABLE 23 
RELATIONSHIP BWEEN SIZE OF DAILY 




SIZE OF DAILY INCOME 
k50 - +75 ¿f75 - ¿700 500 - 25 
0 1 2 3 01230 1 2 3 
1 Jual Bak8o 3k 35.05 3k.69 7.02 
2 Jual Bakmi 1k lk.k3 38.89 2.88 
3 Jual Lotis 1 9.3 0.82 
1 Jual E 13 13kO 20 2.68 
5 Becak 7 7.21 12,5 i.kk 
6 Jual Bakpao 2 1.06 i8.i8 0.kl 
7 JuaJ. Aneka Maka3lan 
8 Buruh Batik 1 1,03 i,76 0,2 
9 JuaJ. Bunga 
10 Jua]. Burjo 6.19 35.29 1.23 
11 Jual Sapu 
12 Ju&'t. Tau P].astik 
13 Jual N&si 2 2.06 33.33 0.Lfl 
11+ Jual Ronde 1 50 3.85 - 6 6.19 23.07 1.23 
15 Jual Temu Lawak 
16 Jual Maman Anak 
17 Jual Mai'tabak 
18 Jual Rotj 
19 J12a1 Brem 1 50 12.5 k k.13 25 o 82 
20 Jua. Putu 
2 JuaJ. Arum Manis 
2 Jual Kurungan 1 1,03 50 
23 Jual Suu 
24 Jual Kursi Rotan. 
25 Jual Krupuk 
26 Sopir & Kenek 
27 Tukan Cukur 
28 Tukang Kasur I 1.03 100 0.2 
29 Bakulan 1 1.03 100 0.20 
30 Y1i 
31 Tambal Ban - - - - - - - 1 1,03 33.33 0.2 
2 100 o.k - ---97100 - 20.k 
RMJATIONSHIP BL'1'WEEN SIZE OF DAILY 
INCOME AND TYPE OF OCCUPATION 
6 Sopir Kenek 
27 Tukan Cukur 







SIZE OF DAILY INCOME 
Occupation 525 - ¿5O 550 - 75 575 - ¿600 




































Jua.1 Tall Plastik 
Jua]. Nai 
Jual Ronde 
Jual Tet,!u Lawak 





Jual Arum M&nis 
Juil Kurunçan 
Jual uu 









0.2 - - - - 
No Occupation 600 - 625 Total 
RELtTI0NSHIP BETWEEN SIZE OF DAILY 
INCOME AND TYPE 0F OCCU]'ATION 
0 1 2 3 0 3 
1 Jual Bkso 2 k,k5 3.06 0.1+1 98 20.214 
2 Jual Bakmi 13 28.88 36.12 12.68 36 7.kk 
3 Jual Lotis - - - - 1+3 9.50 
+ Jual Es 10 22.22 15.38 2.07 65 13.143 
5 Becak 1 8.89 7.1k 0.82 53 10.95 
6 Jual Bakpao 1 2.22 18.18 0.20 11 2.27 
7 Jual Aneka Makanan 1 2.22 20 0.20 5 1.03 
8 Buruh Batik 2 k.i5 9.52 o.kl 21 1+.3k 
9 Jual Bunga - - - - 10 2.07 
10 Jual Burjo 2 ¿++5 1.75 0.1+1 17 3.51 
11 Jual Sapu - - 3 0.62 
12 Jual Tau Plastik - - 7 1.14.1+ 
13 Jual Nasi 1 2.22 16.67 0.20 6 1.23 
i+ Jual Ronde 1 2.22 3.85 0.20 26 5.36 
15 Jual Ternu Lawak 2 L4L6 15.38 o.ki 13 2.68 
16 Jual Maman Anak - - - 7 1.141+ 
7 Jual Martabak - 2 0,1+1 
18 Jual Roti - - - - 1+ 0.82 
) Jual Bren3 1 2.22 6.25 0.2 16 3.30 
20 Jual Putu 1 2.22 10 0.2 10 2.07 
Jual Arum Manie - - 5 1.03 
22 Jual Kurungan - - 2 0.1+1 
Ju1 u3u 2 0.1+1 
L Jual Kiri Rotan - - 2 0,1+1 
25 Jual Krupuk - 12 2.1+8 
26 Sonir & Kenek 2 ¿4145 100 0.Y 2 0.1+1 
?' Tukn Oukur 1 2.22 100 0.2 1 0.20 
Tukang Kasur - - 1 0.20 
B&kulan - - 1 0.20 
32 kuli - - - 1 0.20 




2 % (horizontal) 
3 % total) 
SIZE OF DAILY INCOME 
100 - 9.29 1+81+ 100 
(See Table 23)have the highest proportion compared with other types 
of employment in the same class. There are 28.88% of them who earn 
between Rp.600-Rp.625/- daily, the second largest proportion of 
which are those who sell 'es' (drinks) and who make up 22.22% of 
those in the same income class. 
The second highest income group is that between Rp.500-Rp.525/- 
daily. In this group the'bakso' sellers make up 35.05% of the 
respondents in the group. Next are the 'bakmi' sellers and the 
drink sellers who respectively make up 14.43% and 13.40% of those 
in this income group. Among all the 'bakini' sellers, the largest 
proportion belong to this income group,ie. 38.89%,whereas they only 
form 36.12% of the higher income bracket. 
The third income group is between Rp.400-Rp.425/-. daily. 
The 'bakso' sellers still make up the highest proportion of respon- 
dents in this group followed by the 'lotis' sellers (14.1(Y). Among 
the 'lotis' sellers alone, this class of income shows the highest 
proportion of such respondents (25.58%). 
Another income group that show respondent groupings is that 
between Rp.300-R.325 daily. 19.83% of all respondents belong to 
this income bracket which can be divided further into several 
dominant groups as follows: 
29.17% are 'bakso' sellers, ie. the highest group. 
15.62% are drink sellers. Among the drink sellers alone, 
this income group has the bigger proportion compared to the 
other classes of income. There are 23,07% of the drink 
sellers in this Rp.300-Rp.325/- group; 20% of the drink 
sellers earn Rp.500-Rp.525/-. daily and they represent 15.38% 
of those in the largest income group. 
The next daily income group is that between Rp.250-Rp.275/- 
Tr this income group the highest proportion of the respondents are 
trishaw peddlars je. 23.28%. Furthermore, among the migrants who 
work as trishaw peddlars, the majority of them (30.26%) belong tc 
this income group. The next group of respondents with this income 
are the batik workers (16.44%). Similar to the trishaw peddlars, 
trie majority of the migrants who work as batik labourers, earn 
this income. They form more than half of all the batik workers 
(57. i') 
The final group of respondents are those whose incomes are 
between Rp.200-Ro.225/-. As is the case for the daily earnings 
between Rp. 300-Rp. 325, and Rp. 500-Rp 525/-, the Rp. 200-Rp. 2251.6 
bracket show a high proportion of 'bakso' and drink sellers 
i'. 17.8( and. 14.28% respectively, See Table 23 for a clearer 
picture. 
The data that is recorded shows the variation in the difference 
of daily income of the respondents in the saine occupation. It is 
- 32 - 
reflected in the respondent groups in the different income groups. 
The main factor which influences this difference is the tools that 
are used by the respondents as well as the factor of length of stay 
in Jogjakarta. The workers who do not yet own their own equipment 
generally rent them from the enterprise that provides the equipment 
as well as the materials that are needed. In this case the net 
income received by the respondent will be much less than what they 
would earn if the equipment belonged to them. Furthermore, the 
length of stay in Jogjakarta too will affect the size of their daily 
income. This is related to the usual clientele. In general, the 
sellers of the same goods will not have routes that overlap. 
5.3.4 Contact between friends living in Jogjakarta 
and their village. 
This factor is important in the study of seasonal migration. 
The contact with friends who live in Jogjakarta forms the basis 
of their perception of life in the city before they leave to work 
there. Since many of their friends have already left for Jogjakarta 
it is only natural that the friends and relatives are strongly 
influenced by the person already in Jogjakarta and they would enter 
the same occupation that he is in. 
As has been stated in section 3.1.7, 83,69 of the respondents 
are of the opinion that it is easy to find accomod.ation in Jogjakarta. 
There are 6 types of lifestyles that their friends in Jogjakarta 
practise, je: 
Living alone in Jogjakarta, especially for those who are 
still single or who have left their family in the village. 
Living in Jogjakarta with their family ie.wife and children. 
Living in Jogjakarta with relatives who carne from the same 
village. 
Living in Jogjakarta with others (not relatives) who came 
from the same village. 
Living in Jogjakarta with others (not relatives) who came 
from a different villape but from the same area of origin. 
Others with no set pattern. 
Table 24 will make this picture clearer. It shows the highest 
proportion are those who live with relatives from the same village 
and same district and those who live with friends from the same 
village and sanie district. This is true for the majority of the 
places of origin that are recorded. Furthermore, this fact shows 
the role of communication between respondents in influencing 
another party in trying his luck in Jogjakarta. Where the distance 




































































































































































































































5.86 '3.66 20.86 



































































































55 30.38 39.85 1136 
45 25.13 32.60 
9.29 
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RESPONDENT' S PLACE 0F STAY IN JOGJAKARTA 
F 
A = stays in Jogjakarta on his own 
B = stays with the family 
C = stays with relatives from the village 
D = stays with others from the same village 
E = stays with other people, from other villages 
F = uncertain 
- 33-ii - 
20 
10 
O A B C D E 
from the village to Jogjakarta is not far (for those from the same 
village) coamunication between them is easy and they are able to 
relate their experiences more often compared to those who live far 
away. The above is illustrated in Diagram 6. 
Those who live in Jogjakarta together with their friends from 
the same village account for 7k.37% of which - 37.39% live with 
their family/relatives and 36.98% live with others. 
Of the respondents from Gunung Kidul, 33.62% live with rela- 
tives from the same village and 1+3.66% live with friends from the 
same village. They form 36.76% of all respondents, Those who 
originate from ¡(laten and the other districts outside the Special 
Region Jogjakarta show a higher proportion in the second and third 
group, je. they live in Jogjakarta with their relatives from the 
area, those who stay with friends and relatives from the same 
village make up 20.65% of the total. The districts apart from 
¡(laten that are outside the Jogjakarta Special Region also show 
a similar pattern, and they form ik.ok% of the respondents. 
p.3.5. Type of occupation in Jogjakarta in relation 
to their place of origin 
Apart from having friends who stay in Jogjakarta, the type 
of occupation in Jogjakarta depends on the communication between 
fellow seasonal migrants. Communication between the seasonal 
migrants is reflected by the similar occupation in Jogjakarta of 
those who come from the same village. As has been explained in 
section 3.3.1+. the seasonal migrants tend to group together where 
accommodation is concerned. Such groupings will influence the 
activity that they engage in. The distribution of work in rela- 
tion to place of origin of the seasons.], migrants is illustrated 
in Table 25. The table shows that there are 31 types of occupa- 
tion of the seasonal migrants, the proportion of distribution 
however is not uniform. For example, it can be stated here that 
for respondents from Gunung Kidul, the majority sell 'bakso' - 
this represents 17.77% of all respondents. 87.76% of all 'bakso' 
sellers originate from Gunung Kidul and 37.56% of all respondents 
from Gunung Kidul are 'bakao' sellers. The other main goods that 
are sold by the Gunu.ng Kid.ul respondents are 'bakmi', 'lotis', 
'ronde' and 'krupuk'. 
The place of origin that is second to Gunung Kidul is southern 
¡(laten. The occupation of the Kiaten respondents difíer in domi- 
nance from the Gunung Kidul respondents. The drink sellers from 
Kiaten form 9.50% of all respondents. 70.76% of *11 drink sellers 
originate from Kiaten and 33.39% of' all Kiaten respondents sells 
drinks. The other occupations that should be noted are trishaw 
peddlars, batik workers, and 'burjo' sellers. 
- 3k - 
TABLE 25 
TYPE OF OCCUPATION IN JOGJAXARTA 
ACCORDING TO PLACE OF ORIGIN 




Type of Occupation 
in Jogjakarta KIN!. BA)ITVL 
0 1 2 3 01 2 3 
I B.keo 86 37.56 87.76 17.77 - - - - 
2 Bakmi 36 15.72 100 ?,L13 - - - - 
3 Lotie 35 14.90 81.ki 7.23 - - - - 
k E 6 2.62 9.23 1.23 - - - - 
5 Becak 8 3.49 15.09 1.65 1 50 1.88 0.20 
6 Bakpao 5 2.18 15.45 1,03 - - - - 
7 Aneka makana 4 1.7k 80 0.82 - - - - 
8 Buruh Batik 3 1,31 lk,28 0.51 1 50 k.76 o.a 
9 Jua]. Buzga 
10 Burjo 4 1,7k 23.52 0,82 - - - - 
11 Jual Sapu 
12 Jual a.1i plastik 
13 Jual Naai 
1k Jua]. Ronde 18 7.86 69.23 0.92 - - - - 
15 Temu Lawak 6 2.62 Z46.15 1.23 - - - - 
16 Arum Manie 





22 Sopir & Kenek 1 0.43 50 0,20 - - - - 
23 Buat Kaeur 1 0.43100 0.20 - - - - 
24 Jus.1 Kurungan 2 0.82100 0.40 - - - 
25 Jua). Su5u 
26 Ku.rei Rotan 
2? Taabal Ban 3 1,31 100 0.51 - - - - 
28 Krupuk 10 4.36 83.33 2.06 - - - - 
29 Cukur 
30 Baknlan I 0,14310o 0.20 - - - - 
31 Kuli 
Tot al 229 100 .. 147.31 2 100 - 0,41 
TABLE 25 
TYPE OF OCCUPATION IN JOGJAXARTA 
ACCORDING TO PLACE 07 ORIGIN 
SEARCH OR (PLOTME1' IN JOGJAKARA 
No 
Type of Occupation WN P9000 S1»W4 in Jogjakarta 
0 1 2 3 01 2 3 
I Bakso - - - - - - - - 
2 Bikini - - - - - - - - 
3 Lotie - - - - - - - - 
- - - - - - - - 
5 Becak - - - - - - - - 
6 Bakpao - - - - - - - - 
7 Aneka makanan 1 11.11 20 0,20 - - - - 
8 BuruhBatik - - - - - - - 
9 JualBunga - - - - - - - - 
10 Burjo - - - - 1 100 5.88 0.20 
11 JuaJ. pu - - - - - - 
12 Jual tau plietik - - - - - - - - 
13 Juil Niai 6 66.67 100 1.23 - - - - 
11-f Jual Ronde 1 11.11 3.8k 0.20 - - - - 
15 Temu Lawak - - - - - - - - 
16 Arum Manie - - - - - - - - 
17 Maman Anak - - - - - - - - 
18 Martabak - - - - - - - - 
19 Roti - - - - - - - - 
2: Brem - - - - - - - - Putu- - - - - - - - 
22 Sopir & Kenek 1 11,11 50 0.20 - - - - 
2 BuatKaeur - - - - - - - - 
Jua]. Kurungan - - - - - - - - 
JualSuau - - - - - 
Kursi Rotan - - - - - - 
27 Tambal Ban - - - - - 
26 Krupuk - - - - - - 
29 Cukur - - - - - - - - 
30 Bakulan - - - - - - 
31 Kuli - - - - - - - 
(3k-ia) 
contd. 
Tot aD. 9 100 - 1.85 1 100 - 0.20 
TABLE 25 
TYPE OF OCCUPATION IN JOGJAKARTA 
ACCORDING TO PLACE OF ORIGIN 
SEARCH FOR D4PLOYMENT IN JOGJAKARTA 
(34-ib) 
contd... 
Type of Occupation 
n Jogjakarta 
Outside the Special Region 
Jogjakarta excluding Kiaten 
0 1 2 3 0 1 2 3 
1 Bakao 3 2.17 3.06 0.51 8 8.72 8.1k 1.6k 
2 Baloni - - - - - - - - 
3 Lotis 5 3.62 11.62 1.03 3 3.29 6.97 0.51 
1 Es 46 33.39 70.76 9.50 10 10.98 15.39 2.06 
5 Becak 36 26.08 67.95 7.43 7 7.69 13.20 1.44 
6 Bakpao - - - - 6 6.59 54.54 1.23 
7 Aneka makanan - - - - - - - 
8 Buruh Batik 16 11.59 76.19 3.30 - - - - 
9 Jua]. Bunga - - - - 8 8.72 88.88 1.65 
10 Burjo 11 7.97 64.70 2.27 - - - - 
11 Jual. Sapu 3 2.17 100 0.61 - - - 
12 Jua]. tau plastik 7 5.07 100 1.44 - - 
13 Jual Nasi - - - - - 
14 Jua]. Ronde 1 0.72 3.84 0.20 1 1,09 3.8k 0.20 
15 Teniu Lawak 6 4.34 46.15 1,23 - - - - 
16 Arum Manis - - - - 5 5.38 100 1.03 
17 Maman Anak 1 0.72 14.28 0.20 6 6.59 85.71 1.23 
13 Martabak 1 0.72 50 0.20 1 1.09 50 0.20 
9 Roti - - - - 4 4.39 100 o.8o 
¿C) Breni - - - 16 18.79 100 3.30 
21 Putu * - - - 10 10.98 100 2.06 
22 Sopir & Kenek - - - - - - - - 
Buat Kasur - - - - - - 
2 Jual Kurungan - - - - - 
0 Jual Susu - - - - 2 2.19 100 0.40 
26 Kursi Rotan - - - 2 2.19 100 0.40 
27 Tamba]. Ban - - - - - - - 
23 Krupuk 1 0.72 8.33 0.20 1 1.09 8.33 0.2') 
29 Cukur 1 0.72 100 0.20 - - - - 
30 Bakulan - - - - - 
31 Kuli - - 1 1.09 100 0.20 
Total 138 100 - 28,51 91 100 - 18.80 
TABLE 25 
TYPE OF OCCUPATION IN JOGJAKARTA 
ACCORDING TO PLACE 07 ORIGIN 
SEARCH POR (PLOTNENT IN JOGJAKARTA 
Source: Data Primair (1977) 
O = absolute total 
I = vertical % 
2 = horizontal % 
3 total % 
No 
Type of Occupation 
in Jogjakarta Others Total 
0 1 2 3 0 1 
1 Bakso 1 7.1k 1.02 0.20 98 20.2k 
2 3OIj - - - - 36 7.i3 
3 Lotis - - - - 43 8.88 
k Es 3 21.1+2 k.61 0.51 65 13.1+2 
5 Becak 1 7.14 1.88 0.20 53 10.95 
6 Bakpao - - - - 11 2.27 
7 Aneka makaxian - - - - 5 1.03 
8 Buruh Batik 1 7.11+ k.76 0.20 21 4.33 
9 Jua3. Bunga 1 17.14 11.11 0.20 9 1.85 
10 Burjo 1 7.14 5.88 0.20 17 3.51 
il Jual Sapu - - - - 3 0.61 
12 Juai. tau plastik - - - - 7 1.44 
13 Jua]. Na.si - - - - 6 1.23 
1k Jual. Ronde 5 35.74 19.23 1.03 26 5.51 
15 Temu Lawal 1 7,11+ 7.69 0.20 13 2.68 
16 Arum Manie - - - - 5 1.03 
17 Mainañ Anak - - - - 7 1.1+4 
18 Martabak - - - - 2 0.1+1 
19 Roti - - - - k 0.82 
20 Brem - - - - 16 3.30 
21 Putu - - - - 10 2.06 
22 Sopir & Kenek - - - - 2 0.41 
23 Buat Kasur - - - - 1 0.20 
2k Jual Kurungan - - - - 2 0.1+1 
25 Jual Sueu - - - 2 0.41 
26 Kursi Rotan - - - - 2 0.41 
27 Tamb&l Ban - - - - 3 0.61 
28 Krupuk - - - - 12 2.47 
29 Cukur - - - 1 0.20 
30 Baku].an - - - - 1 0.20 
31 Ku].i - - - - 1 0.20 
Tot a]. 1k 100 - 2.89 +8k loo - 
Table 25 
Type of occupation in Jogjakarta: 
Bakeo = Makes or sells meatballs 
Bakmi z Makes or selle noodles 
Lotis = Makes or sells 'lotis' 1 Es = Makes or sells drink products 
Becak = Trishaw peddlar 
Bakpao = Makes or sells bread dumplings 
Aneka makanan = Makes or sells a variety of food 
Buruh Batik = Batik worker 
Jual bunga = Sells flowers 
Burjo =Makes or sells 'burjo' 
Il. Juaa sapu = Sells brooms 
Jual tau plastik = Sells plastic string 
Jua]. nasi = Sells rice 
1k. Jua]. ronde = Sells 'ronde' 
Temu lawak = Makes or sells a kind of ginger 
Arum Manie = Sells 'arum manie' 
Maman Anak = Sells children's toys. 
Martabak = Makes or selle a savoury meat pastry 
Roti = Makes/sells bread 
Brem = Makes/sells rice wine 
Putu = Makes/sells rice cake 
Sopir & kenek = chauffeur & assistant to bus or taxi driver 
Buat kasur = Makes mattresses 
2k. Jual kurungan = Sells cages 
Jual susu Sells milk 
Kursi rotan = Makes/sells rattan chairs 
Tamba), ban = repairs tyres 
Krupuk = Makes/sells food crackers 
Bakulan = Makes/sells baskets 
30, Kuli = Coolie 







































































































































































































































































































































The respondents who originate from areas that are outside 
the Jogjakarta Special Region are 'putu' and 'bren' sellers. In 
fact al]. such seflere are from the above-mentioned districts. 
The drink sellers too represent a high proportion of the reepondeate 
coming from areas outside the Jogjakarta Special Region, other than 
Kiaten. Diagram 7 Will illustrate the above-mentioned facts. 
The occupations mentioned above may be divided into four 
income groups: 
Those who sell food 
Those who sell drinks 
Those who sell goods (not food or drinks) 
Those who offer their services 
When the above is explained in Diagram no. 7, it Will show that: 
The majority of respondents who originate from Gunung 
Kidul sell food, then drinks, then services. Those that 
sell goods other than food or drinks only make up a small 
proportion. 
The respondents who originate from Bantul are mostly in 
the service sector. 
The respondents from Kulon Progo have the same pattern 
of distribution as those from Gunung Kidul. 
Sleman District respondents show a special situation, 
such as that of the Bantul respondents. The reason for the 
small number of migrants from these two areas has been 
explained in the preceding chapter. The main reason is 
its proximity to Jogjakarta as well as the good transport 
facilities which enable the workers who originate from 
these two districts to come to Jogjakarta and leave the 
city on the saine day. 
The respondents who originate from areas, apart from Kiaten, 
that are outside the Jogjakarta Special Region have the 
saine pattern of distribution as those from Gunung Kidul, 
except for minor modifications. Diagram 7 shows that 
those who sell goods other than food and drinks have 
second place to those who sell food. 
The pattern of distribution that differs from the above 
is seen in the respondents who come from Kiaten. Mot 
oz them sen drinks, next are those who are in the service 
sector, then food sellers and finally those who sell 
goods other than food or drinks. 
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.3.6 Relationship between type of work in Jogjakarta 
and the search for employment 
In this section we explain the opinion of the respon- 
dents on seeking employment when they are in Jogjakarta. In 
section 3.1.6 we explained the respondent's opinion on the possi- 
bility of getting employment in Jogjakarta, before their decision 
to move to Jogjakarta. As was explained, 51.86% of all respondents 
stated that getting employment in Jogjakarta was easy, 29.13% said 
that it was quite easy, 12.40% felt it was difficult, 10.3% thought 
that it was venj easy to obtain emloyment in Jogjakarta. After 
their arrival in Jogjakarta it appears that the opinion they held 
waE confirmed - there were no changes at all. This is reflected 
in Table 26. 
It appears that, all included, among those who thought it 
was very easy to get work - are batik workers, 33.33% are 
'lotis' sellers; 16.67% sell drinks; 16.67% are trishaw peddlars. 
58.13% of all 'lotis' sellers thought it was easy and the majority 
of those who sell drinks thought it was quite difficult (39.9Y%). 
And among the respondents who felt it was difficult, 22.82% are 
those who sell drinks. 
51.85% of all respondents are of the opinion that it was 
easy. The 'bakso' sellers form the largest group who thought it 
was easy. They make up 22.51% of these respondents and 11.57% 
of all respondents. They also represent 79.60% of all 'bakso' 
sellers. The second largest proportion who held this opinion were 
the trishaw pedd.lars (11.55%). They represent 54.71% of all 
trishaw peddlars and only 5.99 of all respondents. Those who 
sell 'lotis' form the third group and those who sell drinks are 
fourth. Next are those who sell 'brem' - in fact all the 'brem' 
sellers think that getting employment in Jogjakarta is easy. The 
other big groups are those who sell 'bakmi', the batik workers 
and the 'ronde' sellers - all of whom think that getting a job 
in Jogjakarta is easy. 
There are two big groups which thought that getting employ- 
sent in ogaVarta was difficult, je. they are those who sell drinks 
a those who sell 'bakso'. They form 12.59 of all respondents. 
The second largest group after them which felt that it was easy 
are those who felt that gettin a job in Jogjakarta was not too 
difficult, but not too easy either. They include 29.13 of all 
respondents. Those wo felt this way were mostly drink sellers, 
'bakso' sellers, trishaw peddlars and the 'lotis' sellers, the 
other groups only form a small proportion. Diagram 8 will enhle 
a comparison of the above data which has been transferred from 
Table 26. It shows that the majority of those who sell food felt 
it was easy to get a job. Next were the drink vendors and third 
were those from te service rector. The majority of those who 
thought it was very easy were in the service sector. Those who 
thought it was quite difficult to seek employment in Jogjakarta 
- 36 - 
Table 26 
Type of occupation in Jogjakarta: 
l Bakso - Sells meatball 
Bakmj = Sella noodles 
Lotis = Sells 'lotie' 
I. Be = Sells drinks 
Becak = Trishaw pedd.ar 
Young yen = Sella 'young yen' 
Iyik-iyik = Sells 'iyik-iyik' 
Burult batik = Batik worker 
Jua]. Bunga = Sella flowers 
Burjo = Sells 'burjo' 
Jual Sapu = Sells brooms 
Jual tau plastik = Sells plastic string 
Jua.2. nasj = Sells rice 
1k. Jual ronde = Sells 'ronde' 
15, Peau lawak = Sells a kind of ginger 
16. Arum mania = Sells 'arum manie' 
17 Maman anak = Sells children's toys 
i8. Mart abak = Sella a savoury meat pastry 
l9 Roti = Sells bread 
Brem = Sells rice wine 
Putu = Sells a rice cake 
Sopir keziek = Chauffeur cum bus-driver's assistant 
Buat Kasur = Makes mattresses 
2Li. Jua]. kurungan = Sells cages 
Jual susu = Sells milk 
Kursi rotan = Sells rattan chairs 
Tamba]. ban = Mends tyres 
Krupuk - Sells food crackers 
Cukur = Barber 
Baku].an 2 Sells baskets 
1. Kuli = Coolie 
TABLE 26 
TYPE OF OCCUPATION IN JOGJAKARTA 
ACCORDING TO DIFFICULTY IN SE(ING 1PLOY!4E11P 










0 1 2 3 0 1 2 3 
1 Bakso 1 - - - 56 22.31 79,6 11,57 
2 Bakini - - - - 22 8.76 61.11 L15L 
3 Lotis 2 33.33 Li..65 0.140 25 9.96 58.13 5.16 
14. 1 16.67 1.53 0.20 2k 9.56 36.92 14.95 
5 Becak 1 16.67 i.88 0.20 29 11.55 54.71 5,99 
6 Young Yen - - - - 6 2.39 5451 1.23 
7 Iyik-iyik - - - - 2 0.79 kO 0.40 
8 Buruh Batik 2 33.33 9.52 0,40 10 3,98 47,61 2.06 
9 Jual Bunga - - - - 3 1.19 33.33 0.51 
10 Burjo - - - - 6 2.39 35.29 1.23 
11 Jual Sapu - - - - 3 1.19 100 8.51 
12 Jua]. tau plastik - - - 7 2.78 100 1.41+ 
13 Jual Nasj - - - - 2 0.79 33.33 0.40 
14 Jual Ronde - - - - 114 5,57 53.84 1,89 
15 Texnu Lawak - - - - 9 3.58 69.23 1.85 
16 Arum Manis - - - 2 0.79 40 0.140 
17 Maman Anak - - - - 2 0,79 28,57 0.40 
18 Martabak - - - - 1 0.39 50 0.20 
19 Roti - - - - - - - 
20 Brem - - - - 16 6.37 100 3.30 
21 Putu - - 3 1.19 30 0.51 
22 Sopir kenek - - - - - - - - 
23 Buat Ka5ur - - - 
24 Jua]. Kurunan - - - - - - - 
25 Jual Susu - - - - 2 0.79 100 0.40 
26 ICursi Rotan - - - - - - - 
27 Tambal Ban - - 1 0.39 33.33 0.20 
28 Krupuk - - - 1+ 1.59 33.33 0.82 
29 Oukur - - - - 1 0,39 100 0.20 
30 Bakulan - - 1 0,39 100 0.20 
31 Kuli - - - - - - 
Total 6 100 - 1,23 251 100 - 51.85 
TABLE 26 
TTPK OF OCCUPATION IN JOGJAXARA 
ACCORDING TO DIFFICULT! IN SE(ING PLO!NEW 










0 1 2 3 0 1 2 3 
1 Bakso 14 23.33 14,28 2.89 22 15.60 22.144 ,54 
2 Bakmi 8 13.33 22.22 1.65 3 2.12 8.33 0.51 
3 Lotie 1 1.66 2.32 0.20 10 7.09 23.25 2.06 
k e 12 19.99 18.46 2.77 26 22.82 39.99 5.37 
5 Becak 9 15.09 16.98 1.85 13 9,21 24.52 2.68 
6 Young Yen 1 1.66 9.09 0.20 '# 2.83 36.36 0.82 
7 Iyik-iyik 2 3.33 40 0,40 1 0.70 20 0.20 
8 Buruh Batik 2 3,33 9,52 0.40 6 4.25 28.57 1.23 
9 Jual Bunga - - - - 6 4.25 66.66 1.23 
10 Burjo 1 1.66 5.88 0.20 9 6.38 52.94 1.85 
11 Jual Sapu - - - - - 
12 Jual tau plastik - - - - - - - 
13 JuaJ. Nasi 1 1.66 16.66 0.20 3 2.12 49.99 0.51 
14 Jual Ronde 3 4,99 11.53 0.51 7 4.96 26.92 1.44 
15 Teinu Lawak * - - - 3 2.12 23.07 0.51 
16 Arum Nanis - - - - 3 2.12 60 0.51 
17 Maman Anak - - - - 5 3.54 71.42 1.03 
18 Martabak - - - 1 0.70 50 0.20 
7 Roti - - 4 2.83 100 0.82 
20 Brem - - - - 
21 Putu 1 1.66 10 0.20 6 4,25 60 1.23 
22 Sopir kenek 2 3.33 100 0.40 - - - 
23 Buat Kasur - - - - - - - 
2+ Jual Kurungan 1 1.66 50 0.20 - 
25 Jual Su8u - - - - - 
26 Kursi Rotan 1 1.66 50 0.20 1 0.70 50 0.20 
27 Tamba]. Ban - 2 1.41 66.66 0.40 
28 Krupuk - - 5 3.54 ki.66 1.03 
29 Cukur - - - 
50 Bakii1an - - - - 
31 Ku].i 1 1.66 100 0.20 * - - 
Total 60 100 12.39 141 100 29.13 
TYPE OF OCCUPATION IN JOGJAKARTL 
ACCORDING TO DIFFICULTY IN SING (PLOTM)( 
No 
Type of Occupation VeryDifficult 






6 Young Yen 
7 Iyik-iyik 
8 Buruh Batik 
9 Jua]. Bunga 
lo Burjo 
Il Jual Sapu 
12 JuaJ. tau p1atik 
13 Jual Naei 
1k Jus.]. Ronde 
15 Temu Lawsk 
16 Arum Mani8 





22 Sopir kenek 
23 Bual Kaur 
24 Jual Kurungan 
25 Jual Sueu 
26 Kursi Potan 






Search for e.p1oyent in Jogjak.rta 
Do aot know 
(6) Total 
0 1 2 3 0 1 2 3 0 12 3 
1 20 1.02 0.20 5 23.80 5,10 1,03 98 - - 26.25 - - - 3 14.28 8.33 0,51 36 - - 7.42 
- - - - 1 19.04 9,30 0,82 43 - - 8.88 
1 20 1.53 0.20 1 4.76 1,53 0.20 65 - - 13.43 
- - - - 1 4.76 i.88 0.20 53 - - 10,95 
- - - - - - - - 11-- 2.26 
- - - - - - - - 5-- 1.05 
1 20 i.76 0.20 - - - - 21 - - Li.33 
- - - - - - - - 9-- 1.85 
1 20 5.88 0.20 - - - - 17 - - 3.51 
- - - - - - - 3-- 0.61 
- - - - - - - - 7-- 1.44 
- - - - - - - 6-- 1.23 
- - - - 2 9.52 7.69 0.40 26 - - 5.37 
- - - 1 4.76 7.69 0.20 13 - - 2.68 
- - - - - - - 5--. 1,0 
- - - - - - - - 7-- 1.4k 
- - - - - - - - 2-- 0.40 
- - - - - - - - 4-- 0.82 
- - - - - - - 16-- 3.30 
- - - - - - - 10-- 2.06 
- - - - - - - - 2-- o.ko 
- - - - 1 4,76 100 0.20 1 - - 0.20 
1 20 50 0.20 - - - - 2 - - 0.40 
- - - - - 2-- o.ko 
- - - - - 2-- o.ko 
- - - - - - - 3-- 0.61 
- - - - 3 14.28 24.99 0.61 12 - - 2.47 
- - - - - - - - 1-- 0.20 
- - - - - 1-.-. 0.20 
- - - - - - 1-- 0.2L) 
(36.ric) 
Total 5 100 - 1.03 21 100 - 14.33 48k - - loo 
Key: O = absolute total Source: Data Priinair (1977) 
1 = % vertical 
2 = X horizontal 





















































































































































































































































































TTPz 07 OCCUPATION IN JOGJAKARTA 




Type of Occupation 
in Jogjakarta 





0 1 2 3 0 1 2 3 
1 Bakso 2 15.38 2.04 1.03 70 19.44 71,43 14.46 
2 Bakini - - - - 35 9.72 97.22 7.23 
3 Lotis - - - - 38 10.56 88.37 7.85 
4 Es 2 15.8 3.07 0.40 45 12.50 69.23 9.30 
5 Becak 15.38 3.77 0.40 47 1uó 88.68 9.16 
G Young Yen - - - - 8 ...22 72.73 1.65 
7 Iyik-iyik - - - - 3 0.83 70 0.62 
8 Buruh Batik 1 7.70 4.76 0.20 20 5.56 95.24 3.89 
9 Jual Bunga 2 15.38 22.22 0.40 7 1.94 77.77 1.45 
10 Jual Burjo 1 7.70 5.88 0.82 5 1.39 29.41 1.03 
11 Jual Sapu - - - - 2 0.56 66.66 0.40 
12 Jual tau plastik - - - - 5 1,39 71,43 1.03 
13 Jua]. Nasi - - - 5 1,39 83.33 1.03 
14 Jua]. Ronde - - - 15 4,17 57.69 3.10 
15 Temu Lawak - - - - 8 2.22 61.54 1.65 
16 Jual Arum Manie - - - - 4 1.11 8o 0.82 
17 Jual Maman Anak - - - - 5 1.39 7142 1.03 
18 Martabak - - - - 2 0.56 100 0.40 
19 Jual Roti - - - - L 1,11 100 0.82 
20 Jual Brent - - - - 10 2.78 62.50 2.07 
21 Jual Putu 2 1,38 20 0.40 7 1.94 70 1.44 
22 Sopir Kenek - - - - 1 0.28 50 0.20 
23 Buat Ka.eur - - - - 1 0.28 100 
24 Jual Kurungan 
25 Jual Susu - - 2 0.56 100 
26 Jua.). Kursi Rotan - - - - 1 0.28 50 0.-(' 
27 Jua]. Krupuk 1 7.70 S.33 0.20 5 1,39 4i.6 icj 
28 Tukarig Cukur - - - 1 0.28 100 o.o 
29 Bakulan - - - 1 0.28 100 0.20 
30 Kuli - - - - 1 0.28 100 
31 Tamba]. Ban - - - 2 0.5o c,c.o6 0.'i 
Total 13 100 - 2.69 360 100 - 74.38 
TABLE 27 
TYPE or OCCUPATION IN JOGJAKARTA 
IN RELATION TO SEARCH FOR ACCOMMODATION 
(36-iiia) 
contd... 
No Type of Occupation 
in Jogjakarta 





0 1 2 3 0 1 2 3 
1 Bakso 23 32.39 23.47 4.75 3 10,71 3.06 0.62 
2 Bakrnj 1 1,41 2.78 0.20 - - - 
3 Lotis 5 7.04 1.03 1.03 - - - - 
4 Es lo 14.08 2.07 2.07 5 17.86 7.69 1.03 
Becak 4 5.63 082 0.82 - - - 
6 Young Yen 3 4.23 0.62 0.62 - - - - 
7 Iyik-iyik 2 2.82 0.40 0.40 - - - - 
8 Bu.ruh Batik - - - - - - - - 
9 Jual Bunga - - - - - - - 
10 Jual Burjo 3 4.23 17.65 0.62 7 25 41.18 1.144 
11 Jual Sapu 1 1.41 33.33 0.20 - - - 
12 Jual tau plastik 2 2.82 28.5? 0.40 - - - - 
13 Jua]. Nasi 1 1.41 16.66 0.20 - - - 
1k Jual Ronde 4 5.63 15.38 0.82 6 21.43 23.08 1.24 
15 Temu Lawak 4.23 23.08 0.62 2 7.114 15.38 0.40 
16 Jual Arum Manis 1 1.41 20 0.20 - - 
17 Jual Maman Anak 1 1.41 14.28 0.20 - - - 
18 Martabak - - - - 
19 Jual Roti - - - - - - - - 
20 Jua). Brem 3 4,23 18.75 0.62 3 10.71 18.75 0.62 
21 Jual Putu 1 1,141 10 0.20 - - - 
22 Sopir kenek 1 1,41 50 0.20 - * - - 
23 Buat Kasur - - - - - - * 
24 Jual Kurungan 2 2.82 100 0.40 - - - 
2 Jual Susu - - - 
2 Jual Kursi Rotan - - - - - 
27 Jual Krupuk - - 2 7.1 16.67 0.62 
23 Tukang Cukur - - - - - - - 
29 Bakulan - - - - - - - 
30 Kuli - - - - - - 
31 Tambal Ban - - - - - - - 
Tot a]. 71 100 - 14,67 28 100 - 5.78 
TABLE 2? 
TYPE 0F OCCUPATION IN JOGJAXAIA 
IN RELATION TO SEARCH FOR ACCOMMODATION 
No 
Type of Occupation 
in JOgjakarta 
Search for accomodation 
Do not know 
(5) Total 
0 1 2 3 0 3 
I Bakso - - - 98 20.34 
2 Bakmi - - - - 36 7.43 
3 Lotis - - - - 43 8.88 
'4 s 3 25 4.62 0.62 65 13.42 
5 Becak - - - - 53 lu.95 
6 Young Yen - - - - 11 2.27 
7 Iyik-iyik - - - - 5 1,03 
8 Buruh Batik - - - - 21 4.33 
Jua]. Bunga - - - - 9 185 
10 Jual Burjo 1 8.33 5.88 0.20 17 3,51 
11 Jual Sapu - - - - 3 o.6i 
12 Jual tau plastik - - - - 7 1.1+4 
13 oua]. Nasj - - - - 6 1.23 
14 Jual Ronde 1 8.33 3.85 0.20 26 5.37 
15 Temu Lawk - - - - 13 2.68 
1G Jua]. Arum Manis - - - - 5 1.03 
17 Jual Maman Anak 1 8.33 14.29 0.20 7 1.41+ 
13 Martabak - - - - 2 0.1+- 
19 Jua]. Roti - - - - '4 0.82 
20 Jua1 Brem - - - 16 3.30 
21 Jual Putu - - - - 10 2.06 
22 Sopir kenek - - - - 2 0.41 
2 Buat Kasur - - - - 1 0.20 
21+ Jual Kuru.ngan - - - - 2 o.L+i 
2 Jual Susu - - 2 4i 
2íj Jual Kursi Rotan 1 8.33 50 0.20 2 D.+1 
27 Jual Krupuk 4 33.33 33.33 o.8 12 2.47 
2 Thkang Cukur - - - - 1 0.20 
29 Bakulan - - 1 0.20 
30 Kuli - - - - 1 0.20 
31 Tambal Ban 1 3.33 33.33 0.20 3 0.61 
Total 12 100 - 2.48 48k 
O Absolute total source: Data Primai: (1977) 
I Vertical % 
2 Horizontal 
3 Total % 
had the saine pattern of distribution as those who thought it was 
easy. From the above it is evident that contact between respondents, 
especially those from the same village, greatly helps the respondents 
in seeking employment in Jogjakarta. 
»3.7 Relationship between type of occupation in 
Jogjakarta and the search for accommodation 
In section 5.1.7 we explained the opinion of the respondents 
on the possibility of getting accommodation in Jogjakarta. This 
initial outlook is normally obtained from the relatives or friends 
who have been to Jogjakarta. The migrants ho had friends or rela- 
tives who went to Jogjakarta first were of the opinion that it 
was very easy, easy, and quite difficult to seek accommodation - 
this is because their relatives are normally ready to help them 
look for a place in the city. 
The other respondents normally are of the opinion that it 
is difficult or very difficult to find accommodation or they do 
not cnow. This section will try to learn what they face especially 
since it might differ with their preconceived ideas they held. 
Meanwhile, the respondents who are in Jogjakarta are divided 
according to the type of occupation they hold - see rabie 27. Their 
opinion on the availability of accommodation is divided into 
5 groups: very easy, easy, difficult, very difficult and, do not 
know. From these groupings it was found that the largest group 
of respondents thought it was easy. 7.38 of the respondents 
felt it was easy to get accommodation in Jogjakarta. The second 
largest group thought it was difficult - they constituted 1+.?% 
of all the responents. .78% of all respondents thought that 
it was very difficult. 
'Jhen this variation in trie search for accommodation in 
Jogjaarta is divided into main groups based on the type of work 
Df the respondent, the distribution can be seen in Table 2a. 
Table 28 
Opinion of the respon:ients n the search for 
actommodation th Jogjakarta accordin to 
tieir occupot1)n. 
rpt Df 
cccup t on 
e2.s f 3od 
)E:L o;;ier than 







Very Jo not 
asy Difficult 
Difficult know 
15 . U - 1.25 
.51 15 L. 
2 
p 2 
ote: ibsolute tot'T. n.-ce: Jata irimair (977 
L. 5'L . 12 
Table 28 shows that those wo sell food make up the majority 
of those who think that it is easy to find accommodation je. O.5O; 
next are those in the service sector (15.29%) who thought it was 
easy; 1L+.L4.7% 0±' those who sold drLnks felt the sanie way. 
The food workers also made up ttie majority of those who 
thought it was difficult to get accommodation in Jogjakarta. They 
accounted for 8.88% of the respondents while the drink vendors 
account for 3.51%. There were also food vendors who represented 
3.1O of all respondents who thought it was very difficult to get 
accommodation in Jogjakarta. Yhen a comparison was made of the 
opinions they held with their opinion before they knew more of 
the sítuation in Jogjakarta, it snows a slignt difference. See 
Table 29. 
Table 29 
Comparison of their opinion on the search for 





Do not know/no comment 
Source: Data Primair (1977). 
From the comparison available above, tne high proportion 
of respondents who thought it was very easy or easy to get accommo 
dation showed a decline when trtey icovered the true situation 
in Jogjakarta. The others who tiought it was difficult or very 
difficult and who gave no comments increased in proportion. This 
means that what they had picturec did not tally with tne true 
situation, in fact 5.97% of all :'esrondants felt that seeking 
accommodation in Jogjakarta wa'rey Lfficult. Prior to their 
experience in Jogjakarta, there were none who thought that it 
would be very difficult to otaixi ac-om'nodation in Jogjakarta. 
Those who felt t:ia t vas easy to obtain accommodation 
included the Ibaksot vendor; the drins vendor and 'lotis seliers 
rejected the view that it s :ii.'ficuLt to get accommodation. 
13 .68 
96 360 7+.59 
59 /1 1'f.66 
¿8 5.79 
12 
Opinion on search Before bein n After being in 
for accommodation Jog jakarta Jogj akarta 
Number Number 
r o t a 1 iiO 48'+ 1OO.jL) 
The respondent group which felt it was very difficult to 
get accommodation are those who sold 'burjo', 'ronde' and drinks. 
The other types of occupation only showed a minor proportion who 
had this opinion. 
Diagram 9 illustrates the data mentioned above. It clearly 
shows that the pattern of distribution of the viewpoint concerning 
the search for accommodation was not similar. Only the opinion 
expressed under the category 'difficult' and 'do not know/no comments' 
showed a slight similarity - here the food sellers and the drink 
sellers as well as those who sold goods other than food or drinks 
and. the service sector, each showed a gradual change. 
Where the viewpoint 'very easy' and 'easy' is cucerned, it 
appears that the food sellers and those who sold non-food/non-drink 
items showed a small difference in comparison to the food seller 
and the service sector. In other words it can be said that the 
picture they have of Jogjakarta from their friends and relatives 
will not always be what they had imagined. However, an interestirr 
fact of the opinions held before and after being in Jogjakarta 
is that the majority of respondents still feel that getting accomo- 
dation in Jogjakarta is not too difficult a task. 
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very easy easy 
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Diagram 9 
TYPE 07 OCCUPATION IN JOGJAKA1A 
IN RELATION TO SEARCH FOR ACCOMMODATION 
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CONCLUSON 
From this research on the seasonal migrante of Jogjakarta 
we made several interesting conclusions. The conclusions are 
related to the push factors, the factors of attraction as well 
as the pattern of mobility. 
From the point of view of the 'push factors' that led to 
seasonal migration, it was because: 
- There was poverty in the place of origin that was caused 
mainly by the poor physiographical conditions that were 
unfavourable to farming. 
- They pictured the situation in Jogjakarta as being a 
place where it was possible to gain an income which is 
much better than what they would earn at home. This 
played a big role in sparking off the desire of the 
village inhabitants to try their luck in Jogjakarta. 
From the point of view of mob.lity, the distribution 
of the time when they returned to the villages as well as the time 
when they returned to Jogjakarta shows that: 
- The migrants returned periodically to their villages. 
In fact, the majority of them do so within a period of 
less than a month. This means that their return to the 
villages is not determined by the variation of seasons 
in the field of farming. : other words, it can be 
stated that they return hone almost every month, or 
even at periodic intervals of less than a month. 
- The factor that determines the frequency of their 
return to the villages is ;he obligation - of family 
ties - to the family that :hey have left behind in the 
village. 
From the point of view of the factors in Jogjakarta that 
attract the migrants, we find among other things: 
- The income of the seasonal migrants for the same period 
of time is much hiier in Jogjakarta than it is in the 
place of origin. 
- The income they earn in Jojakarta is more of a certainty 
and is more regular than w iat they receive in their 
village. 
- Those who have worked in Jgjakarta feel that seeking 
accommodation or employmen: does not pose a problem. 
- L0 - 
ARCHIV Seasonal migration in Jog 
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From the data given, especially the existence of the push 
and pull factors - there is a strong influence on the desire of 
the village inhabitants to move to the city. It is not presump- 
tious to state that the above symptoms will continue until 
there are improvements in the eocio-econoniic aituation of the 
rural areas such that they can absorb the labour force as well 
as improve the standard of living of the inhabitants. 
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THE SOUTHEAST ASIA POPULATION RESEARCH AWARDS PROGRAM 
PROGRAM OBJECTIVES 
* To strengthen the research capabilities of young 
Southeast Asian social scientists, and to provide 
them with technical support and guidance if 
required. 
* To increase the quantity and quality of social 
science research on population problems in South- 
east Asia. 
* To facilitate the flow of information about popu- 
lation research developed in the program as 
well as its implications for policy and planning 
among researchers in the region, and between re- 
searchers, government planners and policy makers. 
ILLUSTRATIVE RESEARCH AREAS 
The range of the research areas include a wide 
variety of research problems relating to population, 
but excludes reproductive biology. The following are 
some examples of research areas that could fall 
within the general focus of the Program: 
* Factors contributing to or related to fertility re- 
gulation and family planning programs; familial, 
psychological, social, political and economic 
effects of family planning and contraception. 
* Antecedents, processes, and consequences (demo- 
graphic, cultural, social, psychological, political, 
economic) of population structure, distribution, 
growth and change. 
* Family structure, sexual behaviour and the rela- 
tionship between child-bearing patterns and child 
development. 
* Inter-relations between population variables and 
the process of social and economic development 
(housing, education, health, quality of the environ- 
ment, etc). 
* Population policy, including the interaction of 
population variables and economic policies, policy 
implications of population distribution and move- 
ment with reference to both urban and rural 
settings, and the interaction of population variables 
and law. 
* Evaluation of on-going population education pro- 
grams and/or development of knowledge-based 
population education program. 
* Incentive schemes - infrastructures, opportunities; 
overall economic and social development programs. 
SELECTION CRITERIA 
Selection will be made by a Program Committee of 
distinguished Southeast Asian scholars in the social 
sciences and population. The following factors will 
be considered in evaluating research proposals: 
1 relevance of the proposed research to current 
issues of population ¡n the particular countries of 
Southeast Asia; 
its potential contribution to policy formation, pro- 
gram implementation, and problem solving; 
adequacy of research design, including problem 
definition, method of procedure, proposed mode 
of analysis, and knowledge of literature; 
feasibility of the project, including time require- 
ment; budget; and availability, accessibility, and 
reliability of data; 
Applicant's potential for further development. 
DURATION AND AMOUNT OF AWARDS 
Research awards will be made for a period of up to 
one year. In exceptional cases, requests for limited 
extension may be considered. The amount of an 
award will depend on location, type and size of the 
project, but the maximum should not exceed 
US$7,500. 
QUALIFICATIONS OF APPLICANTS 
The Program is open to nationals of the following 
countries: Burma, Indonesia, Kampuchea, Laos, 
Malaysia, Philippines, Singapore, Thailand and Viet- 
nam. Particular emphasis will be placed on attracting 
young social scientists in provincial areas. 
Applications are invited from the following: 
* Graduate students in thesis programs 
* Faculty members 
* Staff members ¡n appropriate governmental and 
other organizations. 
Full-time commitment is preferable but applicants 
must at least be able to devote a substantial part of 
their time to the research project. Advisers may be 
provided, depending on the needs of applicants. 
